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THE LIFE AND WRITINGS 

OF 

THOMAS R. MALTHUS. 



AGBEAT deal has been said in Courts of Law during the 
last two years about the Malthusian principle of popnla- 
ticxQ. The Lord Chief Justice of England has pronounced that 
it is an irrefragable trath, and that all parties who have studied 
audi questions know, since the days of the £ev. T. B. Malthus, 
ihat tiie great cause of indigence is the tendency that popu- 
lation has to increase faster than agriculture can furnish food. 
And yet we have serious doubts whether one out of a thousand 
of fhe population of the British Islands knows who Mr. Malthua 
WMy or, indeed, whether he was a Boman, or a citizen of mo- 
dem Europe, at all. It is, therefore, we are convinced, very 
important to let his countrymen know that Thomas Bobert 
Mfdthus was an Englishman ; that he was a denizen of the 
19th century ; and that he lived moat part of Us life in the 
neu^hbourhood of London* 

^ornaa Bobert Malthus was bom at the Bookery, near 
Dorkiiig^ in Surrey, in 1766. Those who are interested in the 
matter will do well to make a pilgrimage^ as we have done, to 
the lomantio birth-place of the diaooverer of the law of popu- 
lationy the greatest (if we measure discoveries by their effect 
on human happiness) ever made. Malthus' father was an able 
man, a friend and correspondent of the noble and unfortunate 
J. J. Bousaeau, and one of his executors. Thomas Bobert was 
hia aeoond son, and, as a boy, evinced so much ability that his 
ftther kept him at home and superintended his education him- 
self. The son repaid his father's care, and had awakened in 
him that apirit of independence and love of truth which were 
ever afterwards the characteristicB of his mind. He had two 
totoza, in addition to his father, both men of genius — Bichard 
OzBves and Gilbert Wakefield — the former the author of the 
** Sjoiritual Qmzote," the latter the correspondent of Fox, and 
wmi known in his day as a "violent delmooratio writer and 
polikiflian* 
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2 THE LIFE AND WBITIKOS 

In 1784, when 22 years of age, T. B. Malthns went to Gam- 
bridge ; and, ui 1797, became^ a Fdlow of Jesus College 
After this he took orders, and for a time offi^siated in a small 

krish near his father's house, in Surrey. In 1798, appearea 
lis first printed work, which may be seen in the Brituh Mu- 
seum. It is entitled '' An Essay on the Principle of Population, 
as it affects the future Improvement of Society ; with Bemarks 
on the Speculations of Mr. Godwin, Mr. Condorcet, and other 
Writers.'' 

The writer in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, from whom these 
details of Malthus* life are taken, informs us that the book was 
received with some surprise, and excited considerable aiteil- 
tion, as bein^ an attempt to overturn the prevalent theory of 
political optimism, and to refute, upon philosophical principles, 
the speculations then so much in vogue, as to the indefinite 
perfectibility of human institutions. In this remarkable essay 
the general principle of population, which Wallace, Hume, 
and others had very distinctly enunciated before him, though 
without foreseeing the consequences that might be deduced 
from it, was clearly expounded ; and some of the important 
conclusions to which it leads in regard to the probable im-^ 
provement of human society werelikewise stated and explained; 
but his illustrations were not sufficient, and he, therefore^ 
isought in travel further confirmation of his theories. 

In 1799 he visited Norway, Sweden, and Bussia, and, after 
the peace of Amiens, France ; in which countries he busily 
collected all the data he could bearing upon his researches. 
In 1815 he was appointed to the professorship Of political 
economy and modem history at Haileybury, near Londoxif 
which chair he occupied until his deaiii in 1834, at the age of 
70. He left behind him One son and one daughter. The son 
is, we believe, still alive, or was so a few years ago. 

The account given by Mr. Malthus of the way in which lie 
discovered the law of population is to t^is effect. H& fether, 
Mr. Daniel Malthus, a man of romantic and somewhat san- 
guine character, had espoused warmly the doctrines of the 
£eat writers Condorcet and Godwin, with respect to the per- 
Ttibility of man, to which the sound sense of the son was 
Idways opposed ; and when the subject had been v^y f!re- 
quently discussed between them, and the flon had always 
objected to Godwin's views, on accotint of the tendency of 
population to increase faster than subsii^tence, he was asked by 
flis father to f)ut down in writing his views on this point. Tbe 
result was the Essay on Population ; and his father was «o muoli 
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4|(araok with the value of the arguments, that he recommended 
his son to publish it. 

In the first edition of this work he principally deals with 
the views of Condorcet and Godwin : . but on his return from 
the Continent, where he had collected ample materiaLsiy th0 
atate and prospects of the poor became the prominent features 
of the second edition, which appeared in two volumes, in 180(1. 

The latter years of the life of Mr: Malthus were passed in 
the midst of his family, in the performance of his professional 
and professorial duties, and in the editing of the various editions 
of his work and other treatises on political economy. In pro- 
portion as the views enunciated in his Essay on Population 
became known, his fame was extended. Most of the statesmen 
of his time, and the whole of the eminent political economists 
of Great Britain, adopted his opinions ; and thus the way wap 
prepared for the adoption of a better system of poor-law relief 
than the one which at that time was ruining England. On the 
•Continent, too, and indeed wherever science extended, his views 
were adopted by the foremost writers on political economj. 
fie was elected a member of the most eminent scientinp 
societies abroad, such as the Institute of France and the Boyajl 
Academy of Berlin. At home, he founded the Political 
XSoonomy Club and the Statistical Society. 

In the other departments of the science of Political Economv 
Malthus was a distinguished writer. He was, in company wim 
Dr. West, a promulgator of the theory of rent, first mooted, it 
seems, by a Scotchman, Dr. Anderson, a contemporary of Adam 
£mith. Bicardo, the eminent political economist, has acknow. 
lodged his deep obligations to Malthus, for his exposition q^ 
this theory. 

The great Principle of Population has been examined oars* 
fhlly and accepted as a splendid discovery by the master minoii 
of idl countries since the discoverer's death in 1834:. To say 
ihat it is looked upon as axiomatic by the two Mills, by 
BioardOy Senior, Caimes, Alexander Bain, Gbmier, BertUlon, 
Fawcett, William Ellis, and William Hunter, is to say that its 
truth has been fully proved to the ablest thinkers on sodal 
floionce and on political economy that this and other European 
States have produced. 

It W9B, before the days of Malthas^ the almost universal be- 
lief of mankind that the wealth of a oountry was in proporticm 
to its po|pnlation. Statesmen, poets, and philanthropists wort 
constant in their endeavour to seoure as rapid a multiplioaticii 
oC tbe oitizens as possible : and, up till the publication of MH 
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«naj— indeed^ long after that events it was the oastom in maw 
European States for the Government to give prizes to sura 
parents as had given birth to and reared a more than averagely 
large family of children. Such a law^ indeed, wa9 not abro* 
gated until about 25 years ago in Sardinia. 

Mr. Malthns clearly exposed the error of snch teaching. Ho 
showed that, such is the immense power of increase in the 
human family, it is probable that, were food plentiful enough, 
population might double in some fifteen years, or even lesB» 
With incredible assiduity he read and examined ancient history 
and the statistics of European countries and their colonies, for 
the confirmation of his theory. He found, for example, that 
after the great pestilences which had from time to time ravaged 
European states, the surviving population had been so well 
fed and housed that it had been enabled to replace the blanks 
left by deaths usually in a very few years — in twenty years 
in several instances. 

Turning to the colonies of Great Britain in the ITnitecl 
States, Malthus confirmed what the great pioneer of all 
progress in political economy, Adam Smith, had noted, namely^ 
that the colonists of those States had doubled since their settle^ 
ment in considerably lees than twenty-five years in some oases^ 
without taking into accotmt any fresh immigration. In an 
article in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, written by Malthus, 
he gives most accurately the figures of the doubling of th& 
population of the United States from the year 1790 until 1820 ; 
and shows, from statistics, that very few immigrants had arrived 
from Europe during this period. Making ample aUowance^ 
for the contingent for such immigration, Medthus showed that, 
from 1790 to 1815, the population of the States had more than 
doubled. Hence he was led to the following expression : — 
** Population, when unchecked, goes on doubling every twenty - 
five years, or increases in a geometrical ratio." 

He next shows that the tendency of agricultural produce fit 
for the food of man is to increase very much more slowly than 
man could increase. This has been termed the '' law of agri- 
cultural increase," and is very easily understood by taking am 
example. Let us grant that the average quantity of wheat 
that can be grown at present on an acre of ground in England 
is thirty bushels. It would be clearly impossible to suppose that 
in 25 years 60 bushels per acre could be produced ; in 50 years, 
120 bushels, and so on. Whereas, the tendency of population 
to double in from 12 to 25 years is dear enough, when it i» 
remembered that the human female commences to be capable 
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ot reprodaotion at abont jBfbeen and oontixmes flo imlfl ftrfy* 
five, in this climate. Were European women to many ai 
early as the Hindoo women do, there would be a possibilitf^ 
if food were forthcoming, of a doubling of the population m 
aome £fteen years or less. 

Mr. Malthus closely examined the statistioB of European 
nations when he wrote in 1805. Before the oommenoement 
of this century, he found that the time taken for doubling of 
the populations of Europe was often as great as some five 
hundred years. This remark had been anticipated by Adam 
Smith, who had all the materials, had he sufficiently reflected 
on them, to have written accurately on the Population Question, 
since he also was acquainted with the rapid doubling of oivi* 
Used peoples, when they had been conveyed to new and fertile 
colonies such as the United States. Here, then, was the con- 
clusion of Malthus, which is perfectly obvious when it is clearly 
stated. Whenever population, in Europe or elsewhere, fails to 
double itself as rapidly as it does in new countries, it must be 
checked in some way or other. Proceeding a little further, he 
adds that it must either be checked by there being fewer births 
or a greater number of deaths. Whatever tends to produce a 
smaller number of births is included by Malthus among the 
preoeniive checks to population: whatever leads to a greater 
number of deaths, among the positive checks. 

His travels through Europe were mainly directed towards 
the inquiry as to what kind of check was prevalent in each 
European state. In ancient times, he saw that the positive 
checks to population had everywhere extensively prevailed. 
Plagues and famines, with war and infanticide, had been the 
checks in Greece and Bome, as now in China and Hindostan. 
In the Eiurope of his day, all of these positive checks existodf 
in greatly diminished proportions, indeed, but still they were 
far from unknown. The extreme prevalence of celibacy, 
however, struck him in all the civilised states of Europe whioh 
he then visited. He noticed that, in many parts of the Con- 
tinent, where the death-rate was lower than elsewhere, it was 
the custom for the women to marry very late in life. In one 
canton of Switzerland, where comfort and longevity were most 
notable, Malthus found, on enquiry, that it was the custom for 
the spinsters to delay their bridal day till long aftor the age of 
thirty. On the other baud, wherever marriages were early, 
and the birth-rate was high, he found on investigation that 
the death-rate was also above the average. 

From this experience of his, he was led to the conclusion 
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that early marriage, as a rule, was certain to lead to poverty « 
amd the positive checks to population ; and, therefore, in hij» 
ptBctical maxims for improving the condition of the poorer 
olasses, he looked forward solely to the exercise of that celibacy^, 
which he had found so often accompanied by long life and 
material comforts. 

Had Mr. Malthus Hved at this moment, he would have- 
beem aware of the remarkable fact, that the French peasantry 
of modem days have, simply from experience and without any 
theory, become acquainted with the results of his enquiries, 
that a rapid increase of births leads inevitably to poverty and 
early death. To quote from the most celebrated of iSrenoh 
statists, M. Maurice Block, the artizans of towns, and peasant 
proprietors of whole districts of France, are accustomed to 
limit the size of their families to two children ; and thus, al- 
though France is the most noted for its number of married 
couples of all European States, it is also the country in all 
Europe which is the least rapid in the increase of its popula- 
tion. The population check in France, then, Malthus, had he 
lived, would have found to be, not celibacy, but the voluntary 
limitation o/families, in the midst of a married and most moral 
and domestic community. The great philanthropist, who vras 
so distinguished for his charming temper and amiability, could 
not have failed, we may rest assured, to have, with J. S. Mill, 
Garnier, and Sismondi, given the preference to the modem 
French checks to population over all others. 

In closing this chapter, we should like to refer to a few ad- 
ditional biographical circumstances of Malthus' life. They 
have been supplied by Mr. Robert Porter, of Beeston, Notts., a 
gentleman well known as an admirer of the great discoverer, 
and as an expositor of his views. " The Reverend Henry 
Malthus," Mr. Porter writes, in February, 1879, " the only 
son of Thomas Robert Malthus, lives at Effingham. The 
only daughter, Emily, was living at Bathwick Hill Villa, 
Bath, some time back. She married Captain Pringle. I have 
many letters from her, as also from her mother, who was 
living with her in 1862, in her 86th year, when she had 
a photograph taken from the family portrait, and sent to me 
with a scrap of his MS. handwriting. .1 send you this to 
see and peruse. I wrote to Mrs. Pringle about the memoir of 
her Father in his Political Economy, saying there was much of 
Mr. Daniel Malthus in it, but nothing about his mother, from 
whom I thought Mr. Malthus had received his best qualities. 
In letter 3 you will see the reply, and I think will be in- 
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terested to read it. Dr. Anderson really discovered the Law of 
Bent, as you may see in Vol. 6 of The Bee^ pp. 292 — 300. — 
1791." 

The information given by Mrs. Pringle, and referred to in 
the above letter to Mr. Robert Porter, is as follows. After 
referring to Mr. Ellis' teachings in the Friend of the People, 
written about the year 1860, she speaks of the personal ap- 
pearance of her father as follows: ''The likeness (photograph 
sent) is excellent, and to enable you to form a complete idea 
of his personal appearance, I must tell you that his complexion 
was fair, with light and curling hair, red whiskers, and bright 
darkish blue eyes. His height was five feet eleven inches, 
and a very well-formed figure." Another granddaughter of 
Mrs. Malthus, the mother of Thomas Bobeil;, says that Daniel 
Malthus, the father, although refined, was a selfish man. 
His wife was devoted to him, and although not a talented 
woman, was accomplished, and educated her own daughter 
without a governess. All her children were devoted to her, 
^Bpecially her eldest son. Thomas Bobert was, perhaps, more 
attached to his father ; but his mother's amiability descended 
to him, for he was never known to say a harsh word of any- 
cme, although more attacked than any writer has perhaps ever 
been. It appears that Malthus died, not of heart disease, but 
of bronchitis. His mother's maiden name was Graham, and 
she was of an old Scotch family. Here is one sentence to de- 
pict her character :— '' In short, I imagine her gentle, unob- 
tmsive, loving, romantic, and perfectly unselfish ; but not the 
sort of person to form her sons' characters, though to attract 
their affections." 
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OHAPTEB II. 

AK ANALYSIS OF THE *' ESSAT ON THB PBINOIPLS 

OF population/' 

COMPARATTVELT few students of Political Economy at 
the present day appear to read Malthus' celebrated Essay 
in the original. This, in onr opinion, is a great mistake. That 
work is as readable now as it was when it attracted such, well- 
meiited attention at the commencement of this century ; and 
the statistics given by the learned author become even more 
valuable than ever, owing to the important additions made to 
them of recent years by the various modern writers on Social 
Economy. 

The third edition of Malthus* essay, which appeared in 
1806, is now before us : and consists of two volumes of about 
one thousand pages in all, of large type, full of the most inter- 
esting accounts ever given of the manners and customs of the 
different nations of ancient and modem tmes. The first vo- 
lume is divided into two books. In Book I. there are fourteen 
chapters, the first of which states the Law of Population, or 
the tendemy which population has to increase more rapidly than 
the means of subsistence. The second chapter treats of the 
general checks to population, and the way in which these 
operate. Then come three most interesting chapters on the 
checks to population among savage nations, followed by one 
on those obtaining among the ancient inhabitants of Northern 
Europe. Chapter seven gives an account of the checks exist- 
ing among modem pastoral nations ; and this is followed by 
an account of the checks in Africa, and Northern and Southern 
Siberia. Then follows a most interesting account of the brutal 
checks to population in Turkey, and the lamentable starvation 
chepks of Hindostan and China. Book I. ends with chapters 
on the checks to population among the ancient Greeks and 
Bomans. 

In Book n. there is a most important account given by Mi:. 
Malthus of the results of his extensive travels in Europe, in 
1799 and after years, with details of the checks to population 
existing in Norway, Sweden, Kussia, Germany, Switzerland, 
France, England, Scotland, and Ireland. 
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If fhoBe persons who at present Hiink tliat the Malthnsian 
law of human increase has been found by subsequent investi- 
gation to be erroneous^ could only be induced to read Mr. 
Malthus' essay in the original, they would soon find that all 
these objections have been anticipated in that celebrated work, 
and perhaps acknowledge, with Mr. J. S. Mill and other econo- 
mists, that the truth is ^' axiomatic," or no longer requiring 
discussion. In the last pamphlet, indeed, which we have seen, 
dedicated to one of the most deservedly popular of modern 
British authors, Thomas Carlyle, the writer, like Mr. Carlyle 
himself, speaks as if the law of Malthus had been refuted ; but, 
as usual in such cases, it is clear that the writer has not the 
least idea of what the celebrated Essay on Population was 
written to prove. 

In his first chapter, Malthus observes that Euler, a great 
mathematician, had calculated that, on the supposition of such 
a moderate amount of mortality as one in 36 (which is con- 
siderably higher than our present mortality of one in 42 in 
England), and with the further supposition of the births being 
to the deaths as three to one (a ratio which seems nearly to hold 
good, at present, in New Zealand), the period of doubling a 
population would be only 12|^ years ; and Sir William Petty, 
in his work on Political Arithmetic, supposed a doubling to be 
possible in some ten years. 

Malthus compares this tendency with the actual increase of 
man in such countries as China and Japan. He observes that 
it may fairly be doubted whether the best directed efforts of 
human industry could double the agricultural produce of China 
even once, in any number of years. The difference between 
the time of doubling, which has taken place of late in 
some twenty or thirty years, in North America, and in our 
Australian colonies, when compared with the slow increase 
of the Chinese population, gives the most complete view of 
the case that can be obtained. 

In countries which are naturally healthy, and where the 
preventive check is found to prevail, too, with considerable force, 
the positive check, as Malthus observes, will prevail very little, 
and the mortality will be small ; but in every country some of 
the checks are and wUl always continue to be, in constant 
operation : so that mankind has only a choice of evils, for we 
cannot possibly escape from some of the population checks^ 
which are inevitable. 

In his third chapter our author reviews the population checks 
in the lowest stage of human society ; and shows how impos- 
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ijibie it is for such unfortimate peoples as the natires of the 
Tierra del Fuego, or of Van Diemen's Land, to increase rapidly 
in numbers, owing to their extreme ignorance of the laws of 
itotnre. In New Zealand, Captain Cook found the checks to 
population to be war, and starvation so great as to prompt to 
cannibalism, in a country where, as it is at present colonized 
by a civilized people, the deaths seem not to exceed fifteen per 
1,000 annually, and population doubles in about twenty years 
or less, without counting immigrants. 

. In Mr. Malthus' day, there still existed large numbers of 
those unfortunate races of American Indians, which are now so 
rapidly disappearing in the modern *' struggle for existence " 
with civilised Europeans. Then, as now, these tribes lived 
principally by hunting and fishing, most narrow modes of 
subsistence. The mortality of infants among such tribes was 
always enormous, and the Jesuit missionaries mentioned how 
that the Indians of South America were subject to perpetual 
diseases for which they knew no remedy ; scarcely ever did 
the individuals of such tribes attain to an advanced age ; and 
the checks to population among them were chiefly of the post- 
iive kind — plagues, starvation, brutal wars, and disease. The 
North American Indians, too, lived in such a state of filth and 
over-crowding in their huts, that every infectious disease car- 
ried off vast numbers. Cannibalism, according to Captain Cook^ 
as seen in New Zealand and other islands, originated in the 
fearful privations experienced by such peoples when their 
numbers were pressing on the food supplies. 

And here let us quote Malthus' own words, — ** It is not that 
the American tribes have never increased sufficiently to render 
the pastoral or agricultural state necessary to them ; but, from 
some cause or other, they have not adopted in any great degree 
these more plentiful modes of procuring subsistence, and there- 
fore cannot have increased so as to become populous. If 
hunger alone could have prompted the savage tribes of America 
to such a change in their habits, I do not conceive that there 
would have been a single nation of hunters and fishers re- 
maining; but, it is evident, that some fortunate train of 
circumstances, in addition to this stimulus, is necessary for the 
purpose.'' 

In chapter V., our author gives a curious account of how 
population was checked in the islands of the South Seas. It is- 
among such islands as these (and, indeed, the British islands 
in ancient times resembled them greatly), that we trace the 
origin of many of the singular institutions destined to retard 
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the rapid increase of mankind — cannibalism, late marrtageSy 
the consecration of virginity, and ferocious punishments against 
stioh women as reproduce the species at too early an age. Cap-«> 
tain Cook found such a constant state of warfare existing among 
the various tribes in New Zealand, that each village in its tura 
applied to him to assist them in destroying the others. In his 
third voyage he adds that warlike ferocity is so constant '^that 
one hardly ever finds a New Zealander off his guard, either by 
night or day." 

In Otaheite and the Society Islands, again, where the size of 
the islands was too small, and the knowledge of navigation 
acquired by the islanders too scanty to make it possible for 
population to increase rapidly, all sorts of sufferings were seen 
among the poorer classes of the people; the richer classes, 
however, seemed, according to Captain Cook, to check their 
own increase by having recourse to the fearful practice of in- 
&nticide, to an enormous and unparnlleled extent. Even with 
these checks, however, population, in the South Sea Islands, oc- 
casionally pressed so hard on subsistence that animal food be- 
came very scarce in certain seasons, and such destructive wars 
ensued that Captain Vancouver, on visiting Otaheite, in 1777, 
and again in 1791, found that most of his friends of 1777 were 
dead, having been killed in the wars. Prostitution, and de- 
struction of female infants, were extremely common in Otaheite 
in Captain Cook's time. 

In taking a general review of that department of human 
society, classed under the name of savage life, the only advan- 
tage Malthus notices is the possession of a greater degree of 
leisure by the mass of the people, than that possessed by those 
of civilised countries. " There is less work to be done, and, 
consequently, there is less labour. When we consider the in- 
cessant toil to which the lower classes, in civilised societies, 
are condemned, this canuot but appear to us a striking ad- 
vantage; but it is probably overbalanced by greater disad- 
vantages." 

This remark of Mr. Malthus shows us, to a certain extent, on 
what J. J. Housseau founded his behef as to the superior hap- 
piness of the state of nature over the civilised. Had Eousseau 
read the Essay on Population, he could not, we believe, have 
fedled to perceive that the evils of civilisation are almost solely 
dne to the universal want of knowledge of the Population Law. 
The late marriages, and prostitution, so bitterly inveighed 
a^nst by that author, are merely the sorrowful population 
checks of most modem civilised nations, that have passed into 
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the pastoral and agrionltural stages of sooietyi and have not 
jret proceeded far enongh to control the enormous fecandity of 
the race by less painful and more thonghtfal expedients than 
those which Jean Jaqnes Bonssean so clearly perceived and 
so powerfally denounced in the French society of the reign 
of Louis XV. 

After speaking of the positive checks to population whioh 
have been so universal among savage nations, Mr, Malthns 
proceeds in chapter vi. to treat of the checks which prevented 
increase among the ancient inhabitants of the North of Europe. 
Astonishment has often been expressed at the the hordes of 
warriors that, at various periods of the decay of the Boman 
Empire, were poured down upon it from the Northern na- 
tions. Mr. Malthns explains, with great clearness, that, 
wherever the customs of such nations as composed the 
immigrants were such as to conduce to health and early 
marriage, the immense fecundity of the race fully accounts 
for these crowds of immigrants so rapidly succeeding each 
other until the destruction of Bome ensued. Machiavel^ in 
the beginning of his History of Florence^ says : " The people 
who inhabit the northern parts that lie between the Bhine 
and the Danube, living in a healthful and prolific climatCy 
often increase to such a degree, that vast numbers of them are 
forced to leave their country and go in search of new habita- 
tions. Thebe emigrations proved the destruction of the 
Boman Empire." 

There can be no doubt that this is a true account of the 
way in whioh poverty and over -rapid reproduction cause 
emigration in ancient and modern times ; and we cannot help 
regarding the present warlike policy of England and Germany 
as signs of a growing over- population in both of these States, 
which tempts the proletaire members of the governing classes 
to seek ever fresh territory, and makes the other classes of 
society so tolerant of such unjust conduct in their rulers. In 
fact, it may be traly said that the adoption of neo-Malthusian 
views is the only really revolutionary measure, and the only 
safeguard of nations against wars of conquest or intestinal 
dissension. 

In chapter vii. Malthus speaks of the checks to population 
among modem pastoral nations. Pastoral nations, although 
not so poor as hunting nations, are, of course, far more unable 
to acquire wealth than nations that have adopted agricultural 
pursuits. Hence, population increases but slowly in such 
communities, and they are often on the verge of famine for 
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lengthened periods. Yolney, in his travels, says, that the 
pastoral tribes of the Arabian desert deny that the religion of 
Mahomet was made for them. " For how," they say, " can 
we perform ablutions when we have no water ; how can we 
give alms when we have no riches ; or what occasion can 
there be to fast during the month of Bamadan, when we fast 
all the year? " 

And yet it seems that in Arabia, as elsewhere, the direct 
social encouragements to population are very great. A 
Mahometan is taught that one of the great duties of man is to 
procreate children to glorify the Creator. But, as Mr. Malihus 
truly says, " While the Arabs retain their present manners, 
and the country remains in its present state of cultivation, the 
promise of paradise to every man who had ten children would 
but little increase their numbers, though it might greatly 
increase their misery." 

The checks to population existing in Africa seem to be 
chiefly of the positive kind. Incessant warfare, with death by 
famine or epidemics, are described by the early travellers on 
that Continent, Park and Bruce, as carrying off whole tribes. 
Park states that, independently of violent causes, the struggle 
for food is so great in most African states, that Ipngevity is 
rare among the negroes. At forty, most of them become 
grayhaired and covered with wrinkles, and but few of them 
survive the age of fifty-five or sixty. There was, in his day, 
but little difficulty in obtaining slaves in times of famire in 
Africa, as even free negroes were often so pressed with huager 
aa to entreat, according to Dr. Laidley, to be put on his slave- 
chain, to save them from starvation. Bruce reports that, in 
many of the tribes, women begin to be mothers at the age of 
eleven : and to such a life of privation and care does this rapid 
reproduction lead, that he speaks of the women in some States 
near Abyssinia as becoming, at the age of twenty-two, " more 
wrinkled and deformed by age, than an European woman is 
at sixty." 

Mr. Malthus, after a very curious account of the checks to 
population in Northern and Southern Siberia, then passes on 
in chapter x., to treat of the Turkish Dominions and Persia, 
and his remarks are especially interesting to our modem 
poIiticianB. The fundamental cause of the low rate of increase 
of population in Turkey, he truly remarks, is undoubtedly the 
nature of the Turkish government. Its tyranny, its feebleness, 
its bad laws, and worse administration of them, with the 
oonsequent insecurity of property, throw such obstacles in the 
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way of agricnltarey that the means of sufaeistenoe are neoeesarilj 
deOTeaBing yearly, and with them, of conne, the number dt 
people. It is calcnlated at the present day that population 
wonld double only once in 555 years in Turkey, owing to the 
positiye checks caused by its wretched government. The 
population of modem Turkey is about 28 millions, or only 
some 16 persons per square mile : and, in 1876, it was stated 
in goTemmental reports that the population of the empire was 
fast declining, and its oultLvated lands falling into the con- 
dition of deserts. In Europe, as in Asia, we are informed by 
lialthus, it was the maxim of Turkish poHcy, originating in 
the feebleness of government, and the fear of popular tumults, 
to keep the price of com low in all the considerable towns. 
''When Constantinople is in want of provisions, ten 
provinces are perhaps famished for a supply. At Damascus, 
during the scarcity of 1784, the people' paid only one penny 
farthing a pound for their bread, whilst the peasants in the 
4 villages were actually dying with hunger." 

As to the checks to population in Persia, the dreadful con- 
Tolsions to which that country has been subject for many 
hnndred years must have been fatal to her agriculture. The 

Criods oi repose from external wars and internal commotions 
ve been short and few, and even during the times of pre- 
found peace, the frontier provinces were constantly subject to 
the ravages of the Tartars. Hence the slow increase. 

One of the most valuable parts of the Ussay on Population is 
that wherein Mr. Malthus treats of the checks to population 
in Hindostan and Tibet. In Hindostan, according to the 
ordinance of Menu, the Indian legislator, marriage is very 
greatly encouraged, and a male heir is considered as an object 
of the first importance. Hindoo maidens are married at the 
age of eleven, and even younger : and become mothers before 
they attain the age of twelve. For such reasons, Hindostan 
has been one of the most noted countries in the world for 
devastations, epidemics, and famines. The lower classes have 
for centuries been reduced to the extremest poverty, and 
compelled to adopt the most frugal and scanty mode of sub- 
sistence. Whilst the average annual income per head in 
England was calculated, by Mr. Henry Fawcett in 1870, at 
about some eighteen pounds; in Hindostan, it was lately 
stated by Mr. J. Bright, that about two or three pounds 
sterling for food is all a Hindoo peasant gets. And, as Lord 
Derby remarked in his admirable Bochdale speech in 1879, 
the people of Hindostan seem to be a marked 03(ample of 
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how very low a standard of living a nation may people 
down to. 

Becent years have made ns familiar with the tales of 
Indian famines ; but there is nothing novel in these in the 
history of that long over-peopled country. One of the 
Jesnits cited by Malthus says that it is impossible for him to 
describe the misery to which he was witness daring the two 
years' famine in 1737 and 1738, and another Jesuit vrrites* 
*' Every year we baptize a thousand children, whom their 
parents can no longer feed, or who, being likely to die, are 
sold to us by their mothers in order to get rid of them." 

Tibet, it seems, according to Malthus, is perhaps the only 
country where habits tending to repress population are, or 
were, universally encouraged by the government. Celibacy 
is there much encouraged among government employ s, and 
the number of monasteries and nunneries is considerable. 
** But, even among the laity, the business of population goes on 
very coldly. All the brothers of a family, without any re- 
striction of age or of numbers, associate their fortunes with 
one female, who is chosen by the eldest and considered as 
the mistress of the house." It is evident that this custom, 
combined with the celibacy of such a numerous body of 
ecclesiastics, must operate, says Malthus, in the most poweifol 
manner as a preventive check to population. Tet, according 
to Mr. Turner's account, it appears that the population of 
Tibet presses on the means of subsistence. Tibet, in Mr. 
Turner's time, seems to have suffta^ as England now does, 
and as we hear that even our wealthy colonies of Victoria and 
New South Wales do, from a set of paupers created byaa 
extremely unwise system of outdoor relief — a system which 
but too often manufactores the very paupers it wki^hes to 
relieve. 

Mr. Malthus' account of the Checks to Population in 
China and Japan, contained in ohapt«: x^. of his work' is 
one of the most important contributions to tlve question con- 
ceivable. His authorities are Duhalde's Hi^ty of China and 
Sir G. Staunton's Account of his Embasiy .to' China. Acoord-> 
ing to the former author, wnting in 1738, the population of 
China was then estimated as at least three hundred and thirty- 
three millions. At present China is said to contain some f oor 
hundred millions. 

The causes of the g^eat popnlonmess of China are, aoooiding 
to Malthus, its advantageous podtion as to dimate and irrigia. 
fcion, and tJie very great encouragement given to agtioultnvt 
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by the monarohs of that nation. The Emperor himself every 
year, to set an example, ploughs a few ridges of land, and the 
mandarins of every oity pe^orm the same ceremony. The 
whole surface of the empire is, with trifling exceptions, dedi- 
cated to the production of food for man alone. There is no 
meadow, and very little pasture, and no waste land. Even 
the soldiers of the Chinese army are mostly employed in 
agriculture. 

The extraordinary encouragements given to marriage also 
contribute to make China more populous in proportion to the 
extent of its territory than any other country. The permission 
given by parents to abandon their children, which exists in 
China, is shown by Sir G. Staunton to facilitate marriage, and 
cause even greater over-population than in more civilized 
states where such barbarities are not permitted. The efPect of 
this early marriage and rapid peopling is to subdivide pro- 
perty ; and it is a common remark among the Chinese, that 
fortunes seldom contmue considerable in the same family 
beyond the third generation. One of the Jesuits, writing on 
China, says : '' The richest and most flourishing empire of the 
world is, in one sense, the poorest and most miserable of alL 
Four times as much territory would be neoessary to put the 
inhabitants at their ease." 

It cannot be said in China, as it often is said in Europe, that 
the poor are idle, and might gain a subsistence if they would 
work. The labours and efforts of these poor people are beyond 
oonoeption. '* A Chinese will pass whole days in digging the 
earth, sometimes up to his knees in water, and in the evening 
is happy to eat a little spoonful of rice, and to drink the in- 
sipid water in which it is boiled." This is the remark of a 
Jesuit: and although it is evidently an exaggeration, since 
modern researches on diet show that such food could not main- 
tain animal existence, it shows what miseries are caused by 
the peopling down to such a low standard of comfort. 

" The procreative power," says Malthus, " would, with as 
much facility, double in twenty-five years the population of 
China, as that of any of the States of America." We can 
readily sympathise, then, with the alarm felt by our fellow- 
countrymen in Australasia and California, at the possible 
invasion of the untold millions which China could, with the 
greatest facility, pour into them. It is. for this reason, that 
the Legislature of New South Wales has quite recently, by a 
large majority, passed a Bill to stem the current of Chinese 
immigration. It will be for the ultimate advantage of the 
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hnman race that nations with snoh a low standard of comfort 
as the Chinese, should learn that they must imitate the more 
prosperous nations in prudential restraint before they can be- 
come entitled to claim to become citizens of such countries. 

We have lately understood the ma^itude of a Chinese^ 
&mine, where millions of unfortunate people are reduced to^ 
misery and death at once, from the failure of the crops. Mr. 
Malthus notices that, in such times of dearth, China can obtain 
no assistance firom her neighbours : and must perforce draw 
the whole of her resources from her own provinces. When 
such failures of the crops occur, the government of China pre- 
tend to be very assiduous in providing schemes for the miseries 
of the people ; but, in the meanwhile, hosts of unfortunates 
are starved to death, since there is not enough food forthcoming, 
so little margin is left, on account of the very scanty share 
falling to the lot of each, even in times of plenty. 

In this chapter upon China and Japan Malthus makes an 
acute remark on the question, which is sometimes discussed in 
this country, whether the consumption of grain in the manu- 
facture of spirits is ever a cause of famine. The whole tend- 
ency of such a manufacture is, he asserts, to the contrary. 
" The consumption of corn, in any other way but that of ne- 
cessary food, checks the population before it arrives at the . 
utmost limits of subsistence, and, as the grain may be with- 
drawn from this particular use in the time of a scarcity, a 
public granary is thus opened richer probably than could have 
been formed by any other means. When such a consumption 
has been once established, and has become permanent, its effect 
is exactly as if a piece of land, with all the people upon it, were 
removed from the country. The rest of the people would 
certainly be precisely in the same state as they were before, 
neither better nor worse, in years of average plenty ; but, in 
a time of dearth, the produce of this land would be returned 
to them, without the mouths to help them to eat it." 

This fact should be borne in mind by Mr. Hoyle and other 
writers on abstinence from alcohol, since the advocacy of a 
good cause is often impeded by incorrect reasoning. ^' China, 
without her distilleries, would certainly be more populous," 
says Malthus, " but on a failure of the seasons would have still 
less resource than she has at present, and as far as the magni- 
tude of the cause would operate, would, in consequence, be 
more subject to famines, and those famines would be severe." 
Temperance advocates, then, should, if possible, try to sub- 
stitute a less injurious luxury in the place of alcohol, which 
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causes so much disease; and not forget that the poverty of 
over-population is one of the great causes of drunkenness. 

The principal cause of the great populousness of Japan is 
doubtless the persevering industry of the inhabitants. The 
checks to population in Japan have been famines, as in China 
and Hindostan ; but the Japanese are also more warlike than 
the Ohinese, and there is much less encouragement given to 
marriage in Japan than there is in China. Hence the superior 
enlightenment of the Japanese, and the intelligenoe which ha? 
recently made them so d.ive to the benefits conferred on man- 
kind by European civilization. 

The all-important nature of the discovery of Malthus may 
be better seen by comparing the condition of China with that 
of the United States of America, than by any other example. 
So far advanced have the Chinese been, for perhaps some 
thousands of years, in the knowledge of the art of agriculture, 
that it is now probable that the four hundred millions at pre- 
sent occupying the Empire could not possibly double in any 
given number of years. Whereas, the population of the United 
States has for the last century continued to double, aided hy 
immigration, in periods of less than twenty-five years. He 
must, indeed, be gifted with a poor capacity for reason, who 
does not, on comparing these two rates, at once see, that the 
grand problem for our race is to prevent the instinct of re- 
production from causing the terrible evils of early death, and 
chrome poverty. To introduce the new Malthusian views into 
China and Hindostan is the only way to cope with the famines, 
infanticides, and life-long starvation of these terribly over> 
peopled countries. 
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CHAPTER III. 

OP THE OHECkS TO POPULATION AMONG THE ANCIENT 

GREEKS AND BOMANS. 

THE more equal division of landed property among the 
Greeks and Romans in the earlier period of their history, 
must have tended greatly to encourage population, since agri- 
onlture, Mr. Malthus says, is the only kind of industry which 
permits of multitudes existing. When, as often occurred, the 
number of free citizens did not exceed ten or twenty thousand, 
every individual would naturally feel the value of his own ex- 
ertions, and know that, if he left his lands idle, he would be 
wanting in his duty as a citizen* Hence, a great attention was 
paid to agriculture in Greece. Population rapidly increased, 
and colonization was common, so that the legislators of Greece 
had their attention frequently called to the question of over- 
population. Mr. Malthus had already shown that the practice 
of infanticide, as existing in China, tended rather to increase 
population, by tempting people into early marriage. Solon 
permitted the exposition of infants, Mr. Malthus is inclined to 
think, partly for the purpose of tempting the citizens into early 
marriage, and thus increasing the population. 

The great philosophers of Greece, such as Plato and Aris- 
totle, are the origin of all real civilisation in succeeding ages 
throughout Europe : and have saved us from the deluge of 
crude theologies, such as those of Palestine or less cultured 
tribes. The so-called divine law of " Increase and multiply 
and replenish the earth," and other equally vague and mean- 
ingless exclamations, are in strongest contrast with the scientific 
reasoning of these masters of all the learned, Plato, in his " Ke- 
pnblio," limits the number of free citizens in his idetd state to 
five thousand and forty. Procreation, he maintains, when it 
proceeds too fast, may be checked, or when it goes on too 
slowly, may be encouraged, by the proper distribution of hon- 
ors and marks of ignominy, and by the admonitions of the 
elders to prevent or promote it according to circumstances. 
Mr. John Stuait Mill evidently was of a similar opinion, and 
his followers have advocated State intervention as a cure for 
poverty. Plato also anticipated Mr. Darwin himself and the 
modem Darwinians, who lay such great and just stress on the 
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point of the lational selection of parents. In the fifth book of 
his " Republic,'* he proposes that the most healthy men should 
be joined in marriage to the finest specimens among the women, 
and the inferior citizens should be paired with each other. 
He next proposes that the children of the first class alone shall 
be brought up, the others not. It will doubtless be one of the 
results of the neo-Malthusian movement of this day, that per- 
lons afflicted with hereditary disease will not so often desire to 
become parents as the healthy, whilst they may follow the 
advice of Professor Mantegazza, of Florence, and ** many, 
but not procreate." 

From these and other passages it is dear that Plato well saw 
the tendency of population to increase beyond the means of 
subsistence. His expedients for checking it were not per- 
missible, indeed, but the extent to which tbey were to be nsed 
shows how great he perceived the difficulty to be. How back- 
ward most modern nations are in speculation on such points 
may be judged of by the unwillingness in Germany, England, 
and even in France to look the question fairly in the face. In 
Plato's time wars were nearly perpetual, and very destructive, 
and if, whilst knowing this, he could still contemplate the de- 
struction of the children of the poorer and sicklier of the 
population, of all who were bom when their parents were 
either too young or too old, the fixing of the date of marriage 
late, and the regulating the number of marriages, his reasonings 
and experience must have pointed out to him the terrible ten- 
dency of population to over-pass the means of subsistence. 

The great writer, Aristotle, seems to have seen the principle 
even more clearly than Plato. He fixes the age of marriage 
for men in his Republic actually at thirty-seven ; and, even 
with this late marriage, he foresaw that there might be too many 
children, so that he proposed that the number allowed to each 
marriage should be regulated. Aristotle accuses Plato of uot 
being suflSciently attentive to the population difficulty, and for 
proposing to equalise property without limiting the number of 
children (De Repuh, lib. ii. ch. vi.). This may be a hint to 
modern Socialists, especially to those of Geimany, where So- 
cialism seems to be becoming the creed of the masses, in des- 
pair at ever hearing any good thing from the military despots 
now in power. Aristotle justly observes that the laws require 
to be much more definite and precise in a state where property 
is equalised, than in others, since, in ordinary circumstances, 
an increase of population would only occasion a further sub- 
division of landed property, whereas, ux a state of communism. 
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the supernumeraries would be altogether destitute, beeanse the 
lands, being reduoed to eqnal elementary parts, would be in- 
capable of further sub-diYision. He remarks that it is neces- 
sary in all cases to regulate the number of children, so that 
they may not exceed the proper number. In doing this, death 
and sterility are of course to be taken into account. But if, 
he says in chapter vii., every person be left free to have as 
many children as he pleases, the necessary consequence will be 
poverty: and poverty is the mother of crime and sedition. 
For these very reasons, an ancient writer on politics, Pheidon 
of Corinth, introduced a regulation to limit population without 
equalising wealth. 

Speaking again, in book ii. ch. vii., of schemes for the equal- 
isation of wealth, Aristotle says that, in order that such schemes 
should be successful, it would be imperative to regulate at the 
same time the size of families. For, if children multiply be- 
yond the means of supporting them, the law will necessajilj 
he broken, and families will be suddenly reduced from 
opulence to beggary, a revolution always dangerous to public 
tranquility. In Sparta the landed property had passed into 
the hands of a very small number of the citizens : and Aristotle 
remarks that in such a state the encouragement of large families 
by rewards could only have for its effect to cause an immense 
accumulation of indigence, so long as a better distribution of 
the land were not secured. It would have been well £cMr 
European nations up to this time, had their rulers known even 
as much as Aristotle and Plato of this matter : they would have 
avoided those disastrous historical incentives to procreation^ 
which must always have ended only in increasing indigene^ 
and premature death. 

The positive checks to population in ancient Greece and 
Rome are palpable enough. Incessant wara^ plagues, and 
famines prevailed. Livy expresses his surprise that the Voloi 
and iEqui, who were so often destroyed by the Romans, should 
have been able to bring fresh armies into the field, but when 
the principle of population is understood, our astonishment 
ceases. Sudi conquered tribes, like the ancient Germans, 
doubtless gave full scope to the powers of procreation, and 
hence were soon as numerous as before their defeat. And yet 
it seems clear that the horrible practice of infanticide was 
very common in Italy, for Romulus was supposed already to 
have forbidden it, though the constant warfare of the Romans 
must have lessened the necessity for this check. The Roman 
population of Italy soon fell off when the land passed into the 
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hands of a few great proprietorSy dnoe the other dasBea, having^ 
n^ means of selling their lahonr, or competing with the 
nomeroas slaves of the wealthy, would have bven entirely 
starved, had it not been lor the corioas cnslom which arose of 
distribnting large quantities of com gratis to the poorer or 
landless citizens. No less than two hundred thousand wers 
thus fed in Augustus' reign, and probably had little eke to 
depend upon. Hence the poorer finee citizens could not in- 
orease, and they are said to have been constantly in the habit 
of exposing their unfortunate children, since the quantity of 
fix>d doled out was not enough for a family to subsist upon. 

The jus trium liber orum (law for rewarding fathers of three 
diildren) could effect nothing in such circumstances, in mak- 
ing the poor give birth to large fiamilies, although it may 
occasionally have tempted the landed proprietors to increase 
tiieir families. Had the poor had large numbers of children 
in such a miserable state of sociefy, they must have been bom 
only to die of starvation, since the food doled out by the 
Gk>veniment was not sufficient to feed alL 

Positive laws to encourage marriage, says Mr. Malthofl^ 
enacted on the urgency of the occasion, and not mixed with 
religion, as in China and some other countries, are seldom cal- 
culated to answer tiie end they aim at, and therefore generally 
indicate ignorance in the legishitor who proposes them ; but 
the apparent necessity of them almost always indicates a very 
great degree of moral and political depravity in the State ; 
and in the countries in which they are most strongly insisted 
on, not only vicious mannera will be found to prevail, but 
political institutions extremely unfeivourable to industry, and, 
ponsequently, to population. 

On this account Malthus entirely disagreed with Hume, who* 
supposed that the Roman world was probably most populous 
during the long peace under Trajan and the Anttmines. Wars» 
he says, do not depopulate much while industry continues in 
irigour: and x^^aoe will not increase the number of people 
when they cannot find means of subsistence. '* The renewal 
of the laws relating to marriage under Trajan indicates the 
continued prevalence of vicious habits, and of a languishing 
hidustry.. and seems to be inconsistent vrith the supposition of 
a great increase of population." 

' Hume also thought that the population of the ancient world 
was gpreater than in modem times, because, he said, there were 
hosts of domestic servants in modem States remaining unmar^ 
But the contrary inference, says Malthus, seems to hm 
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the more probable. When the difficulties attending the rear- 
ing of a family are very great, and, consequently, many persons 
of both sexes remain single, we may naturally suppose that the 
population is stationary, but by no means that it is not abso- 
lutely great ; because the difficulty of rearing a family may 
arise from the very circumstance of a very great absolute po- 
pulation, and the consequent fulness of all the channels to a 
livelihood ; though the same difficulty may undoubtedly exist 
in a thinly peopled country, which is yet stationary in its 
population. 

The number of unmarried persons in proportion to the whole 
number, says Malthus, may form some criterion by which we 
may judge whether population is increasing, stationary, or 
decreasing; but will not enable us to determine anything 
respecting absolute populousness. Yet even in this point we 
may be deceived, since, in some southern countries early mar- 
riages are general, and very few women remain in a state of 
oelibacy, yet the people not only do not increase, but the actual 
number is perhaps small. In this case the removal of the 
preventive check is made up by the excessive force of the 
positive check. The sum of all the positive and preventive 
checks taken together, forms, undoubtedly, the immediate 
cause which represses population ; but we never can expect to 
obtain and estimate accurately this sum in any country ; and 
we can certainly draw no safe conclusion from the contem- 
plation of two or three of these checks taken by themselves, 
because it so frequently happens that the excess of one check 
is balanced by the defect of some other. 

Causes which affect the number of births or deaths may or 
may noD tA^fect the average population, according to circum- 
stances; but causes whicn a^ect the production and distribution 
of the means of subsistence must necessarily affect population ; 
and it is therefore on these causes, besides actual enumerations, 
on which we can with any certainty rely. '' All the checks to 
population, which have been hitherto considered in the course 
of this review of human society, are clearly resolvable into 
moral restraint, vice, and misery." 

With regard, then, to the checks to population in ancient 
Rome, Mr. Malthus thinks that moral restraint acted but 
feebly in restraining the increase of numbers. And of the 
other branch of the preventive check, which comes under the 
denominatiou of '* vice," according to Mr. Malthus, though its 
effect seems to have been very considerable in the later periods 
of Boman history and in some other oonnt^ '^s ; yet, on the 
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whole, he thinks its operation was much inferior to the positive 
checks. A large portion of the procreative power was called 
into action among the Romans, the redundancy being checked 
by violent oanses, among which war was the most prominent 
and striking, and after which came famines and violent diseases. 
In most of these ancient nations the population seems 
to have been seldom measured accurately according to the 
average and permanent means of subsistence, but generally to 
have vibrated between the two extremes, and therefore the 
contrasts between want and plenty were strongly marked, as 
might be expected in the earlier and less experienced ages of 
human society. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

CHBOKS TO P0PT7LATI0N IN HODCRN EVBOPS. 

BOOK ij. of Malthas' Essay treats of the checks to popnla- 
tion in the different States of modern Europe, — ^Norway, 
Sweden, Bussia, Germany, Switzerland, France, Great Britain, 
and Ireland. In Malthus' day, Norway seems to have been, 
perhaps, the most prosperous conntry in Europe ; and it was 
distinguished by the great healthiness of its people. The 
death-rate he puts down as only one in 48, in a population of 
about three-quarters of a million. 

With such a very low positive check, Malthus at once looked 
for the existence of a very high preventive check ; and found 
this to be present in the very small proportion of marriages 
(one in 130) taking place annually in Norway. 

There were, then as now, no large manufacturing towns in 
Norway to take away the overflowing population of the coun- 
try ; and, hence> as emigration was not then in vogue, the 
Norwegian peasant seldom left the village he was bom in. 
Until, then, some married person died, there was usually no 
place for another marriage to take place. ** In countries 
more fully peopled (says Malthus) this subject is always in- 
volved in great obscurity. Each man naturally thinks that 
he has as good a chance of finding employment as his neigh- 
bour, and that if he fail in one place he shall succeed in 
another. He marries, therefore, and trusts to fortune : and 
the effect too frequently is, that the redundant population oc- 
casioned in this manner is repressed by the positive checks of 
poverty and disease." 

It is without doubt, says our author, owing to the preventive 
check to population, as much as to any peculiar healthiness of 
air, that the mortality of Norway is so low. In every country 
the principal mortality takes place among very young children ; 
and the smaller number of these in Norway, in proportion to 
tilie whole population, will naturally occasion a smaller mor- 
tality than in other countries, supposing the climate to be 
equally healthy. 

The population of Norway is now about 1,800,000, a very 
large accession cince the days of Malthus, and there has of 
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late years been a very large emigration from that oomitry to 
the United States, which indicates that, in all probability, there 
will soon be less of prudential restraint in the matter of births, 
and hence, doubtless, a higher death-rate than at the commence- 
ment of this oentnry. The former low death-rate of Norway, 
one in 48, is not attained to at present by almost any Eu- 
ropean State except Norway. It is little more than 20 per 
1000 per annnm. 

Malthiis mentions in his work that Norway is almost the 
only country in Europe where a traveller will hear any appre- 
hensions expressed of a redundant population, and where the 
danger to the happiness of the lower classes of people from . 
this cause, is in some degree seen and understood. ** This ob- 
Tiously arises from the smallness of the population altogether 
and the consequent narrowness of the subject. If our attention 
were confined to one parish, and there were no power of emi- 
grating from it, the most careless observer could not fail tr> 
remark that, if all married at twenty, it would be perfectly, 
impossible for the farmers, however carefully they might im* 
prove their land, to find employment and food for those that 
would grow up ; but when a great number of these parishes 
are added tc^ether in a populous kingdom, the largeness of the 
subject and the power of moving from place to place, obscure 
and confuse our view. We lose sight of a truth whioh before 
appeared completely obvious ; and in a most unaccountable 
manner attribute to the aggregate quantity of land a power of 
supporting people beyond comparison greater than the sum 
of all its parts." 

. In iSweden, in Mr. Malthus' day, the inhabitants of the 
towns were only one-thirtieth part of the whole population ; 
and the mortality, when Maltbus wrote, seems to have been a» 
high as one in 35. The proportion of yearly marriages he 
found, in Sweden, to be about one in 112 : varying from one 
in 100, in good y^ars, to one in 124, in bad ones. When it is- 
remembered that the marriage-rate in Norway was but one in 
135, against one in 112 in. Sweden, the reason of the high 
death-rate is at once explained. 

As usual, in Europe at tliat time, however, Swedish legis- 
lators were in the habit of endeavouring to increase population 
in all sorts of foolish ways, as, for instance, by encouraging; 
strangers to settle in the country. Maltbus remarks that, by 
doing so, the Government of Sweden was merely raising the 
already high death-rate, and not really increasing the population 
ai all. 
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Aooording to the economist, Cantzlaer, the principal measures 
in which the Government had been employed for the encon* 
ragement of the population were the establishment ot Colleges 
of Medicine, and of Lying-in and Foundling Hospitals. MaU 
thus remarks, that ** the example of the hospitals of France 
may create a doubt whether such establishments are universal] j 
to be recommended. Foundling hospitals, whether thej attain 
their professed object or not, are, in every view, hurtful to the 
State." 

The population of Swedeu, iu 1751, was 2,229,000. It is 
now 4^400,000» There has recently been, as from Norway, a 
▼ery large emigration from that State to America. ''The 
sickly periods in Sweden (says Malthus) which have retarded 
the increase of its population, appear in general to have arisen 
from the unwholesome nourishment occasioned by spvere want. 
And this want has been caused by unfavourable seasons idling 
npon a country which was without any reserved store, either 
in its general exports, or in the liberal division of food to the 
labourer in common years, and which was therefore peopled 
lip to its produce before the occurrence of the scanty harvest. 
Such a state of things is a clear proof that if, as some of the 
Swedish economists assert, their country ought to have a popu- 
lation of nine or ten millions, they have nothing further to do 
than to make it produce food sufficient for such a number, and 
they may rest peiicctly assured that they will not want months 
to eat it, without the assistance of lying-in and foundling 
hospitals." 

With regard to the State of Russia at the beginning of this 
oentuiy, Malthus has left us a most interesting account dei-ived 
from queries made during his travels in that country. At that 
date, the births in some parts of Bnssia were, to the deaths, 
according to Bossian statistics, nearly as three to one. This 
reminds us modems of 1879, of the birth and death-rate oi 
oar happy colony of New Zealand, where in 1877, there was 
the prodigious birth-rate of 41 per 1000, with the very low 
death-rate of only 12-4. Russian mortality, in Malthus' time, 
must have been very low indeed ; and Mr. Tooke^ in his l^ihif 
of the Russian Empire^ publislied about that time, made out that 
the general mortality in Bnssia was one in 58 of the population 
annually. This is incredible, we think, in such an uncivilised 
State as Bnssia then was. 

The birth-rate in Bnssia was, at that date, about 40 per 
1,000, or similar to that of New Zealand. The martiage-rate 
(one in 90) was vastly hi^^r than that of Norway (one in 
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130), SO that the population of Bnssia was evidently increasing 
most rapidly at that time. If we are to give any credit to the 
healthiness of Russia in Malthus' time, it is clear that the dty 
of Saint Petershnrg was an exception to it, for the half of all 
persons born there lived only till the age of 2o. 

Witn regard to foundling hospitals, Mr. Malihus* visit to 
the renowned Russian State hospitals of this description, has 
often been quoted, and deserves to be attentively studied by 
all who speak of the question of illegitimacy and charity. 
Malthus found the mortality in the Matson des En/am trauves 
prodigious. One hundred deaths a month was a common 
average. The average number of children taken into this 
charity was at that time ten daily, and the death-rate terrible 
and heart-rending. Children were taken in and no questions 
asked from the mothers, but were handed over to nurses, and 
given back to their parents at any time when they could prove 
themselves able to support them. 

The country nurses to whom these unfortunate children were 
given were paid only some fifteen-pence a week, and the 
children were received into that hospital without any limit. 
The children returned from the country (when they did return, 
for most of them diedj, at the age of six or seven ; and the 
girls left the charity at 18, the boys at 20. The excessive 
mortality of the London Foundling Hospital of former days, 
caused it to be forced almost entirely to close its doors ; and 
to become, what it now is, one of the many useless charities 
and shams of the metropolis of Mr. Malthus' native land. 

Mr. Malthus also speaks of the great mortality of the Mos- 
cow Foundling Hospital, which was instituted in 1786, as 
follows : *' It appears to me that the greatest part of this mor- 
tality is clearly to be attributed to these institutions, miscalled 
* philanthropical.' If any reliance can be placed on the ao- 
oounts given of the infant nioitality in the Russian towns and 
provinces, it would appear to be unusually small. The great* 
ness of it, therafore, in the foundling hospitals, may justly be 
laid to the account of the institutions which encourage a mother 
to desert her child, at the very time when, of all others, it 
stands most in need of her fostering care. The frail tenure 
by which an infant holds its life will not allow of a remitted 
attention, even for a few hours." 

Foundling Hospitals, it is clear, in Paris, Vienna, and in all 
countries, tend to cause women to become thoughtless and 
heartless. Malthus, indeed, makes a remark which we have 
i-ecentiy heard pai*alleled in Vienna. ** An English merchant 
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at Saint Petersburg told me that a Kussiau girl, living in his 
family, under a mistress who was considered as very strict, 
had sent six children to the Foundling hospital, without the 
loss of her place. And with regard to the moral feelings of a 
nation, it is very difficult to conceive that they must not bo 
very sensibly impaired by encouraging mothers to desert their 
oflFspring, and endeavouring to teach them that their love for 
their new>born infants is a prejudice, which it is the interest 
of their countrv to eradicate." 

Malthus mentions that the population of Bussia, in 1796, 
was 36,000,000. At present it is computed at eighty-five and 
a half miih'ons, only seven millions of which is found in Asia, 
and the rest in Europe. 

A Government that had a true sense of what was advan- 
tageous for its subjects would, instead of offering encouragements' 
to population, and incentives to thoughtlessness on the part of 
parents, such as foundling hospitals and other charities, en- 
courage, by all means in its power, the feeling of parental 
responsibility among all classes. To do this, the most direct 
way would be, to show by some slight fine on the production 
of large families, that there is no possibility of attaining com- 
fort and a low death-rate without conjugal prudence, 

III Ohnpter ix. of Book ii., Malthus treats on the Checks 
to Population in the Middle parts of Europe at the beginning 
of this century. He makes the observation that there are few 
countries where the poorer classes have so much foresight as to 
defer marriage till they have a fair prospect of being able to 
support properly all their children : and in all countries, he 
adds, a great mortality, whether arising from the too great 
frequency of marriage, or occasioned by the number of towns 
and the natural unheal thiness of the situation, will necessarily 
produce a great frequency of marriage. 

In Holland, in the registers of twenty-two villages, Soss- 
milch noted one mariiage to every 64 persons living, the 
usual rate being about 1 in 120. Malthus says he was for 
some time puzzled at this high annual marriage rate, until he 
found that the mortality in these villages was actually 45 per 
1,000 of the population. Tiie extraordinary number of 
marriages was merely produced by the rapid dissolution of the 
old marriages by death, and the consequent vacancy of some 
employment by which a family might be supported. In 
Norway the mortality in his day was only 22 per 1,000, and 
the annual marriage rate 1 in 130. This is a notable contrast 
with the fiji^ores relating to Holland just quoted. 
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Of late years the birth and death.rate in Holland have been 
mnoh more satisfactory than they were in the days of Malthus : 
but the extreme poverty of the working classes in South, as 
compared with North-Holland, has been recently shown by 
Mr. S. Van Houten to result in a far higher biiih-rate and 
death-rate in the districts adjoining Rotterdam, than occurs 
among the more prudent and well-fed inhabitants of O^ron- 
ingen. Still, there^have been years quite recently in Holland, 
when the death-rate has been as high as 29 per 1,000 (1871) 
and even as lately a&; 18L75vJt wa6»25 per 1,000. 

The standard of comfort has greatly changed in several 
<5ities in Germany. . /TJhuSj^in Leipsig, Malthus mentions that, 
in 1620, the annual marriage-rate was 1 in 82 : whilst it fell 
in 1756 to 1 in 120. He observes that, in countries which 
have long been fully peopled, and in which no new sources of 
subsistence are opening, the marriages being regulated princi- 
pally by the deaths, will generally bear nearly the same 
proportion to the whole population, at one period as another. 
In Berlin, at the commencement of this century, the annnsil 
marriage-rate was 1 in 110, whilst it was 1 in 137 at Fajris. 
Berlin, then as now, was probablj' a very unhealthy city. 
The death-rate of infants there at present is said to amount 
to one-half of all bom in the first year of life in some years. 

Direct encouragements to marriage are, says Malthus, either 
perfectly futile, or produce a marriage when there is no place 
for one, thus increasing the mortality. Montesquieu, Suss> 
milch, and other authors thought that princes and statesmen 
would really merit the name of fathers of their people, if from 
the proportion of 1 in 120 — 125, they could increase the mar- 
riages to the proportion of 1 in 80 or 90. But, says Malthus, 
as this would greatly raise the death-rate and the poverty in 
the State, such princes would more justly deserve the title of 
•destroyers of the people. Had Mr. Malthus lived in our day, 
he would have been aware that a high marriage-rate is not by 
.any means necessarily followed by a high birth«rate, since, in 
modem France, where there are the greatest number of 
married women in proportion to population, over the age of 
15, of any European state, the birth-rate is lower than in any 
other European state. But, in Malthus' day, human beings 
were still dominated greatly by instinct, and had not begun to 
allow reason to prevail in the most important of all human 
acts, that which leads to the addition of new members to 
lociety. 

Mr. Malthus mentions that it had been calculated in his time 
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that, when the proportion of the people in towns in any State 
was to those in the country as 1 to 3, then the mortality was 
about 28 per 1,000, rising to 32 in 1,000, when the proportion 
of townsmen to ooontrymen was as 3 to 7 ; and falling below 
28 per 1,000 when the townsmen are to the countrymen as 
1 to 4. This holds true in principle in modern times : and it 
is out of the question to expect to have the death-rate of large 
cities as low as it is in country districts inhabited by well-fed 
peasants. 

In chapter vi. our author speaks of the checks to population 
in Switzerland. From statistics existing in Geneva, it seems 
that in that town, during the sixteenth century, the probability 
of life, or the age to which half of those born live, was only 
4.88, or rather less than 5 ; and the mean life was about 18^ 
years. In the seventeenth century the probability of life was 
11^, and the mean life 23|^. In the eighteenth century the 
probability of life had increased to 27, and the mean life to 32. 

M. Muret, a Swiss clergyman of Vevey, in the eighteenth 
century, mentions the case of a village called Leyzin, with a 
population of 400 persons, where there were onl^' eight births 
a year. The probability of life in this model parish appeared to 
be so extraordinarily high as to reach 61 years. And the 
average number of the births having been for 30 years almost 
accurately equal to the number of deaths, clearly proved that 
the habits of the people had not led them to emigrate, and that 
the resources of the parish for the support of the population 
had remained nearly stationary. As the marriages in this 
parish would, with few exceptions, be very late, it is evident 
that a very large proportion of the subsisting marriages would 
be among persons so far advanced in life that the women had 
ceased to bear. The births were only about 1 in 49 of the 
population or much fewer than in France of modern days (1 in 
40). In England they are 1 in 28 of the population at 
present. 

M. Muret made some calculations at Yevey respecting the 
fecundity of marriages. He found that 375 mothers had 
produced 2,093 children : i.^., about six children each : and he 
also found that there were 20 sterile women out of 478, or 
about 1 in 23 wives. Taking this into account, the average 
number of children to a family at Yevey was 5^. In modem 
France it is about 3, in Prussia 4 * 68, and in England about 
4^. In those days, the proportion of annual marriages to 
population was lower in the Canton de Yaud than even in Nor- 
way, being only 1 in 140. In the model village of Leyzin 
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only one- filth of the total mortality was among persons under 
fifteen. Snch were the results of what Mr. Malthus considered 
as the only tme ^*- moral restraint/' late marriages. All these 
calonlations of M. Muret imply the operation of the preventive 
check to population in a veiy great degree in the Canton de 
Vaud. In the town of Beiiie, the proportion of onmarried 
persons, including widowsand widowers, was oonsiderahly above 
the half of the adults, and the proportion of the living below 
sixteen to those above was nearly as 1 to 3 in the beginning 
of this century. The peasants in Berne were noted for com- 
fort and wealth, doubtless owing to the low birth-rate in that 
country. A law there prevented those who had no means from 
marrying. 

Mr. Malthus gives an amusing account of a conversation he 
had with a peasant who went with him from the Lac de Joux 
to the sources of the river Orbe. This man said that the habit 
if early marriage might be really said to be the vice of the 
country : and he was bo strongly impressed with the necessary 
aud unavoidable wretchedness that must result from it, that he 
thought a law ought to be made restricting men from entering 
into the married state before they were forty years of age, 
and then allowing it only with old maids, who might bear 
them two or three children instead of six or eight. That 
ipoasant would have been, we doubt not, one of the most 
^zealous advocates of the two children system, so wonderfully 
;0arred out in many of the most flourishing districts of France, 
iand probably would have abandoned all desire to keep pru- 
'|dent couples like those in these French districts from marrying. 
We hold with that simple peasant of the Jura, who had learnt 
the truths he expounded by sad and cruel experience, he having 
married himself when very young, and with his family, 
suffered much from poveity, that governments are culpable 
when they do not attempt to lessen high birth-rates. To for- 
bid early marriage, indeed, is to encourage prostitution and 
cause many other evils ; but to affix a stigma on those who 
produce large families is, as far as we can see, a plan which 
can only produce good and need produce no evil results. It 
is an utter misunderstanding of the rights of the individual to 
suppose that each man and woman ought to have the right to 
cause misery to their unfortunate children, and at the same time 
produce a pressure upon the powers of the soil and lessen the 
productive powers of past and present labour. That this will 
ere long be seen to be the truth arising out of the discoveries 
of the great Fnglish professor we cannot for a moment doubt. 
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CHAPTBE V. 

OP THE CHECKS TO POPULATION IN FRANCE. 

IN the sixth chapter of Book 11., Mr. Malthus gives us some 
account of the checks to population which existed in 
France at the end of last century, which might convince the 
most sceptical of modem pessimists of the vast strides which 
a nation may take in a short period towards the attainment of 
comfort and well-being. 

The population of France, before the beginning of the war, 
says Malthus, was estimated by the Constituent Assembly at 
26J millions. Necker estimated the yearly births, in 1780, to 
be above a million, and it is curious, as we shall soon see, that 
iPrance, in 1874, had not a million of births with a population 
of 36 millions. Malthus estimated that, out of that million, 
600,000 would attain the age of 18 ; and, considering that 
nearly as many persons are to be found in a given society, un- 
married as married, he amply accounts for the seeming paradox 
that, whilst France was supposed to have lost 2| millions by 
actiud war and its consequences, at the time of the Kevolution, 
the population was found to have increased, in 1800, as 
compared with 1790. 

'* At all times/' says Malthus, ''the number of small feurmers 
and proprietors in France was great : and though such a state 
of things is by no means favourable to the clear surplus pro- 
duoe or disposable wealth of a nation, yet sometimes it is not 
unfavourable to the absolute produce, and it has always a 
tendency to encourage popalation." This last remark of Mr. 
Malthus has not been verified. In no country does the popu- 
lation tend to increase so slowly as in modern France —the 
land par excellence of peasant proprietors. In all probability, 
the rapid increase of population at the time of the French 
Revolution arose from the lower death-rate which always fol- 
lows a sudden amelioration of the position of the humbler 
olasses, such as that which took place where landed property 
came into their possession. 

The average proportion of births to population in all France, 
before the Revolution was, according to Necker, 39 per 1000. 
It has singularly altered since that time, and is now only 26 
per 1,000, or the lowest birth-rate in Europe. The death-rate 
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then was 33 per 1,000, and has fallen of late to 21 per 1,000, 
or nearly the lowest death-rate in Europe. 

Sir Francis d'lvemois, in a work entitled Tableau des Pertes^ 
has the following remark : '' Those have yet to learn the first 
principles of political arithmetic, who imagine that it is in th& 
field of battle and the hospitals, that an acooont can be takea 
of the lives which a revolution or a war has cost. The num- 
ber of men it has killed is of much less importance than the 
number of children which it has prevented, and will still pre- 
vent, from coming into the world/' To this Mr. Malthas 
replies : "And yet if the circumstances on which the foregoing 
reasonings are founded should turn out to be true, it will appear 
that France has not lost a single birth by the revolution. She 
has the most just reason to mourn the two millions and a half 
of individuals which she may have lost, but not their posterity : 
because, if those individuals had remained in the country, a 
proportionate number of children born of other parents, whioh 
I are now living in France, would not have come into existence. 

If in the best governed country in Europe we were to mourn 
the posterity which is prevented from coming into being, we 
shoald always wear the habit of grief." 

" It is evident," he continues, " that the constant tendency 
of the births in every country to supply the vacancies made 
by death, cannot, in a moral point of view, afford the slightest 
shadow of excuse for the wanton sacrifice of men. llie posi- 
I tive evil that is committed in this case, the pain, misery, and 

wide-spreading desolation and sorrow, that are occasioned to 
the existing inhabitants, can by no means be counterbalanced 
by the consideration that the numerical breach in the popula- 
tion will be rapidly repaired. We can have no other light, 
* moral or political, except that of the most urgent necessity, 

, to exchange the life of beings in the full vigour of their 

enjoyments for an equal number of helpless infants." . 
I The next passage shows how immensely ameliorated is the 

{ condition of modern Fiance, as compared with that before the 

Bevolution. ** At all times," says our author, " the number 
of males of a military age in France was small in proportion 
to the population, o.i account of the tendency to marriage (1 to 
113 of the population, according to Neoker), and the great 
number of children, Necker takes particular notice of this cir- 
cumstance. He observes that the effect of the very great 
misery of the peasantry is to produce a dreadful mortality of 
infants under three or four years of age : and the consequence 
is that the number of young children will always be in too 
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great a proportion to the number of grown-up people. A 
million of individualB^ he justly observes, will» in this case, 
neither present the same military force, nor the same capacity 
of labour, as an equal number of individuals in a co,nntry 
where the people are less miserable. Switzerland, before the 
Bevolution, could have brought into the field, or have em- 
ployed in labour appropriate to grown-up persons, one-third 
more in proportion to her population, than France at the same 
period." 

How strikingly all this has been altered by the prudent 
habits with regard to families, induced by the peasant holdings 
in France, is clearly seen by the following statistics : — ^Between 
the ages of 20 and 60 the human frame is most capable of pro- 
duction, and, according to Kolb, there are in 10,000 persons 
in the several States in Europe the following numbers of per- 
sons of the productive ages: In France, 5,373; in Holland, 
4,964: ; in Sweden, 4,954 ; in Great Britain, 4,732 ; and in 
the United States, 4,396. France has, of all nations in Europe, 
the highest average of ages of the living. Thus it is there 
31-06 years; in Holland, 27-76 ; in Sweden, 27-66; in Great 
Britain, 26*56 ; and in the United States, 23-10. And in 
France there are a greater number of persons who attain to 
old age than in any other country, for, out of 100 deaths there 
are, in France, over the age of sixty, 36 ; in Switzerland, 34 ; 
in England, 30 ; in Belgium, 28 ; in Wurtemburg, 21 ; in 
Prussia, 19 ; and in Austria, 17. 

But the most notable of all the facts of modern Europe is that 
marriages are more prevalent in proportion to population in 
France than elsewhere, and, curiously, there is the smallest 
number of illegitimate births. Thus, the illegitimate births 
in France were, from 1 825-67, only 7-27 per cent, of all births, 
whilst in Prussia they were 8*24: per cent, in 1867; in Sweden 
they were 10 per cent.; in Austria, 11 ; and in Bavaria, in 
1868, even 22 per cent, of all births. Paris is an exception 
to this, for the illegitimate births there are about one-fourth of 
all births. 

France had, in 1867, a mortality of only 1 in 44*24 persons ; 
whilst in Prussia the death-rate was 1 in 33*88, in Austria 
1 in 29-72, in Holland 1 in 36-25, and in Bavaria 1 in 3466 
inhabitants. And here again is a striking contrast of modem 
France with the country of the days of Necker. France has 
now the lowest birth-rate of Europe. There is but one birth 
annually there in 39 inhabitants, whilst in Prussia there 
is one birth in 26*47 ; in Holland 1 in 29 ; in Austria 1 in 
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26 ; in England 1 in 28 inhabitants. According to an article 
by M. Bertillon on Marriage, in 1877, the average family to a 
marriage in France is at present only 3 ; against 4-68 in Ger- 
many, 3*96 in Russia, 4*35 in Spain, and 4*26 in England. This 
is what has been recently styled in Europe the ''two (or rather 
three) Children System of the French.*' When we hear of the 
absurdly high birth-rate of 4*68 of Germany, need we wonder 
that the death-rate in many German towns sometimes amounts 
to one-half of all born in the first year of life ? 

France had, in 1872, a population of 36,102,921, and the 
number of births with this population (966,001) did not come 
up to what it was in the days of Necker, when the population 
was only 26 J milLons. And whilst the population of the United 
Kingdom, according to our Registrar-General, is increasing at 
the rate of 1,173 a day, of which about 700 are left to swell 
the home population, the surplus of births over deaths in 
France is generally not much more than some 60,000 persons 
annually added to her population, so that it would take some 
300 years for that country to double at its present rate. 

Asa consequence of our great birth-rate, 36 per 1,000, there 
is naturally a great emigration, amounting, as the Registrar- 
General tells us, to some 468 persons daily from these shores 
on an average, an emigration which, as it has been mainly 
masculine, has left us a surplus of nearly one million of women 
in these islands. In France there is no great need for emi- 
gration ; and hence but little takes place : whilst, so contented 
are the peasant proprietors with their homes, that, in 1872, it 
was found that of the 36 millions of France 30J millions weie 
born within the registration districts. This fact accounts for 
the continuance of a Republic in France. Poveity is the cause 
of the ruin of Republics. 

We add a few passages from a recent author to show how 
great a step has been taken by the inhabitants of many parts 
of France towards the removal of that terrible indigence which, 
is found in most European countries, and even in less favoured 
districts in France. 

In an article on Auvergne, wiitten in 1874 and contained 
in his work entitled Essays in Political and Moral Philosophy^ 
which appeared last year, Mr. Cliffe Leslie makes the following 
remarks : '' The minute subdivision of land during the last 25 
years in the Limagne, whatever may be its tendencies for 
good or evil in manners and other respects, assuredly cannot 
be ascribed to over-population, once regarded in England as 
the inevitable consequence of the French law of succession. 
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. . , • The Beport of the Enqueie Agricole on the department 
states : * All the witnesses have declared that one of the prin-* 
oipal causes of the diminution of the population is the diminu- 
tion of children in families. Each family usually wishes for 
only one child ; and when there are two, it is the result of a 
mistake {une erreur), or that having had a daughter first, they 
desire to have a son/ A poor woman near Boyat, to whom I 
put some questions respecting wages and prices, asked whether 
my wife and children were there, or at one of the other water- 
ing places, and seemed greatly surprised that I had neither. 
She thought an English tourist must be rich enough to have 
several children ; but when asked how many she had herself, 
she answered, with a significant smile, ' One lad ; that's quite 
enough.' Our conversation at this point was as follows :-^ 

* Vo/re dame ei vos en/anis, soni Us a Royat ?^ ^ Nan,^ * Ou 
done ? A Mont Dore ? ' * Moty je riai m en/ants ni femme* 

* Quot! Pas encore ?\* * Ei vous, combten d^enfants avez-vous P * 

* Un gars : dest lien assez. Nous sommes pauvres, mat's vous e/es 
riche. Gela fait une petite differenced The translation of which 
is : * Are your wife and children at Boyat ? ' * No.' * Where 
then ? At Mont Dore ? ' 'I have neither wife nor children/ 

* What I Not yet ? ! ' ' And you, how many children have 
you ? ' * One boy : that is quite enough. We are poor, but 
you are rich. That makes a little difference.' " 

Mr. Leslie continues, p. 424 : *' If over-population gives rise 
to tremendous problems in India, the decline in the number 
of children in France seems almost equally serious. If two 
children are bom to each married couple, a population must 
decline, because a considerable number will not reach ma- 
iarity. If only one child be born to each pair, a nation 
must rapidly become extinct. The French law of succession 
IB producing exactly the opposite effect to what was predicted 
Id this country. Had parents in France complete testamentary 
power, there would not be the same reason for limiting the 
number of children. M. Leon Iscot, accordingly, in his evi- 
dence on this subject before the Enquete Agricole on the Pny- 
de-Dome, said — * The number of births in families has dimi- 
nished one half. We must come to liberty of testation. In 
ODtmtries like England, where .testamentary liberty exists, 
families have more children. ' " 

Mr. Leslie puzzles us ten*ibly. He recommends, in an essay 
on The Celibacy of the Nation^ that the state of female celibacy 
rtioald be greatly encouraged in all countries that desire to 
have happy marriages, but yet he is against the two-childreu 
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^tem of the French. Decidedly, Mr. Leslie has not thought 
out the question. He adds, on p. 424 : " Whatever may be 
thought of the change which is taking place in France in 
respect of the numbers of the population, there is one change 
of which no other country has equal reason .to be proud. Its 
agricultural population before the Bevolution was in the last 
extremity of poverty and misery — their nomial condition was 
half-starvation ; they could scarcely be said to be clothed ; 
their appearance in many places was hardly buman. No other 
country in Europe, taken as a whole, can now show, upon the 
whole, 80 comfortable, happy, prosperous, and respectable a 
peasantry.*' 

In an article on "Holidays in Eastern France, Seine et 
Mame/' in Frastr's Magcaine^ September, 1878, we £nd this 
passage : — '' We are in the midst of one of the wealthiest 
and best cultivated regions of France, and when we penetrate 
below the sur&ce we find that in manners and customs, as 
well as dress and outward appearance, the peasant, and agri- 
cultural population generally, differ no little from their remoter 
fellow-countrymen, the Bretons. . . . There is no superstition, 
hardly a trace of poverty, and little that is poetic. The people 
ore rich, laborious, and progressive. ... It is a significant 
foot that in this well-educated district, where newspapers are 
read by the poorest, and where well-being is the rule and 
poverty a rare exception, the church is empty on Sunday and 
the priest's authority is nil. 

** It is delightful to witness the widespread well-being of 
this highly-favoured region. ' There is no poverty here,' say 
my host and hostess, ' and that is why life is so pleaseoit. 
True enough ! Wherever you go you find well-dressed con* 
*«nted-looking people — no rags, no squalor, no pinched 
want. . . . The habitual look of content written upon the 
faces you meet is very striking. It seems as if in this land of 
Goshen life were no burden, but matter of satisfaction only. 
Glass distinctions can hardly be said to exist. There are em- 
ployers and employed, masters and servants, of course ; but 
the line of demarcation is lightly drawn, and we find^an easy 
fomiUaiity existing between them, wholly free from impolite^- 
ness, much less Tulgarity. • . . One is struck, too, by the good 
looks, intelligence, and trim appearance of the children, who, 
it is clear, are well cared for. The houses have vines and 
sweet peas on the walls, flowers in the windows, and altogether 
a look of comfort and ease found nowhere in Western France. 
• • • Here order and cleanliness prevail, with a diffusion of 
well-being hardly to be matched out of America. . . . 



OF THOMAS K. MALTHUS. 



86 



''Dirt is rare, I might almost say as unknown, as rags. . . . 
Drmikenness is also comparatively, in some places we might 
«ay absolutely, absent. As we make further acquaintance with 
these favoured regions, we might suppose that here, at least, 
the dreams of the Utopians had come true, and that poverty, 
«qnalor and wretchedness were banished for ever." 

In tibbe month of August, 1878, 1 had the great advanta^ 6f 
reading, in my capacity of Vice-^President of the First Section 
of the InternAtio];iaI Congress of Hygeine at Paris, an essay on 
-** The Too Rapid Increase of Population as a Oause of Disease 
4ind Death." In the debate which followed, Dr. BertiUon, 
the distinguished Professor of the Faculty of Medicine of 
Paris, who has done so much for social statistics, said thai ho 
<x>nsidered that in many parts of France there was too greaia 
-diBinoliuation on the part of the people to increase tiie popula- 
tion. In Brittany, the marriages were few but very proUfio, and 
4he people were very poor. The influence of the priests was 
IMtramount in that province, and the mortality, both adult 'and 
infantile, great. There were very few children to a &mily in 
Normandy, €UQd the death-rate was low in thai fwovince. The 
French Government* he said, appeared to be acting according 
to the plan advised by the reader of the essay, since they tai&ed 

Ekrsona with large families as much as those with small onas. 
e admitted that the siae of a family shoisld be regulated by 
]>arental forethought; but thought that at present French 
population was too stationary. 

Dr. Lagneau said, that in France it was the rich who had 
the smallest families, whilst the very poor often had labrge 
ones. The rich employes of Government, above all, w^ra 
(Doted for the small size of their families. In the case of the 
peasant vine-growers of the Mame, many would only ha^ 
one ohild, or even none at all, since theas peasants found it 
difficult to get people to cooie from the town and help thUm 
with their farms, and had to do all the work by thetiaelrei* 
Hence, female labour was much in demand. 

These facts will, doubtless, afford ito many thoughtful .peiw 
moBB a olear enoi^ picture of the remarkable position ef 
modem fVnnoe, the only country in £urope which, as ]^ 
«eems to have began fairly to giapple wititi the giant qnestioik 
4^ population 
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CHAPTER VI. 

OH THE CHECKS TO POPULATION IN ENGLAND^ 
SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND. 

r. MALTHUS, in the seventh chapter of bis seoond book» 
speaks of the checks to population in England. He 
points oat that a man of liberal education, with an income 
jnst snfficient to enable him to associate with edocated people, 
must feel absolutely certain that, if he should many and have 
a family, he will be obliged to mix in the society of uneducated 
persons. Snob considerations make him pause. Sons of trades- 
men and farmers are exhorted not to marry until settled in 
some business or farm, and the labourer who earns two shil^ 
lings a day, and lives comfortably while si ogle, will hesitate 
to divide that pittance among five ! The servants of rich 
people have so many comforts that ih^ naturally are averse to 
•ink down to be the proprietors of some poor ale-house. 

Hence, in Malthus' day (1806), the annual marriages in Eng- 
land and Wales were as 1 in 123 of the population, a smaller 
proportion than obtained in any European country at that time, 
except Norway and Sweden. Dr. Short, writing in 1750, pro- 
posed that single people should be heavily taxed for the support 
of the married poor. Mr. Malthus replies to this proposal of 
the leaiiied judge, that it is not wise to ask people to enter the 
inarried state, so long as such crowds of children die in infancy 
and so much poverty exists among married persons. Those, 
he adds, who live single or marry late do not diminish the 
actual population by so doing. They merely prevent the pro- 
portion of premature mortality which would otherwise be ex- 
cessive. Sir F. M. Eden mentioned that in some English 
Tillages the mortality seemed to be very low, viz. 1 in 47, or 
21 per 1,000. London, in the beginning of this century, was, 
it seems, by no means so healthy as it is at present. Accord- 
ing to a great authority, Dr. Price, the mortality was actually 
SO per 1,000 (1 in 20}), whilst at present it is about 23 per 
lyOpO. At the same epoch, the Manchester death-rate was 
1 in 21, or 85 per 1,000 ; so that Manchester was in those 
days much healthier than London. Manufactures, alas I how. 
ever useful, are almost always most unwholesome, because 
they crowd hosts of people together without comfort, eauoa- 
tion, or forethought. 
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Mr. Malthus truly observes that ** there certainly seem6 to 
be something in great towns, and even in moderate towns, 
peculiarly unfavourable to the very early stages of life." 
Towns, he adds, are especially dangerous to the life of children. 
'* In London, according to former calculations, one half of the 
bom died under three years of age ; in Vienna and Stockholm 
under two ; in Northampton under ten. In country villages, 
on the contrary, half the born live to thirty, forty, f (?rty-six, 
and above." He adds that in parishes where the mortality is 
so small as 1 in 60 or I in 75^ half the bom would be found to 
have lived to 50 or 55. This is precisely the case among the 
members of the professional classes in England and, Wales at 
this time, according to Mr. Charles Ansell's oft-quoted tables. 

l>r. Short, it seems, estimated the birth-rate of England at 
1 in 28, or 35 per 1,000. This is just about our present birth- 
rate. "It has hitherto," says our author, " been usual with 
political calculators to consider a great proportion of births as 
the surest sign of a vigorous and flourishing statei. It is to bo 
hoped, however, that this prejudice will not last long. In 
oountries circumstanced like America, or in other countries 
after any great mortality, a large proportion of births may be 
a favourable symptom ; but in the average state of a well- 
peopled territory, there cannot well be a worse sign than a 
large proportion of births, nor can there well be a better sign 
than a small proportion." This sentence ought to be written 
in letters of gold on the public monuments of all civilised 
States. 

Sir Francis d'lvemois, who is by no means always so wise, 
is cited by Malthus as writing as follows : — '* If the various 
States of Europe kept and published annually an exact aocouut 
of their population, noting carefully in a second column the 
exact age at which the children die, this second column would 
show the relative merit of the governments and the compara- 
tive happiness of their subjects. A single arithmetical state- 
ment would then perhaps be more conclusive than all the 
arguments that could be adduced." 

Mr. Malthus speaks of the great difi&culty that existed in 
former centuries of obtaining reliable information as to the 
numbers of the people. According to Davenant, he says, in 
1690, the number of houses (in England and Wales) was 
1^19,215. Allowing five persons to a house, this would give 
a population of six millions and a half in 1690 ; and it is quite 
incredible that from this time to 1710 the population shouhi 
have diminished nearly a million and a half. So that the 
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f^stimated population of England and Wales in the latter year 
waa said to haA'e been only five millions. 

l!V chapter eight of his second book, our aathor speaks of the 
<jheoks to population in Scotland and Ireland. At the beginning 
of this century, as now, Scotland seems to have been one of the 
healthiest conn tries in Europe. Malthus mentions that in the 
parish of Crossmichael, in Kircudbright, the mortality was 
given as one in 98, and the yearly maiTiages as one in 192 of 
the population. Mr. Wilkie stated that from the accounts of 
36 panshes, the expectation of an infant's life appeared to be 
as high as 40*3. There can be little doubt that these figures 
are all, more or less, erroneous. 

Mr. Malthus, writing in 1806, says that ** in these parishes 
in Scotland, where manufacturing has been introduced, 'which 
offered employment to children as soon as they have reached 
their sixth or seventh year, a habit of marrying early naturally 
follows ; and, while the manufacture continues to flourish and 
increase, the evil arising from it is not very perceptible ; al- 
though humanity must confess with a sigh, that one of the 
reasons why it is not so perceptible is that room is made for 
fresh families by the unnatural mortality which takes place 
among the children thus employed.'* Mr. Van Houten gave 
a most eloquent variation of this theme at the meeting of the 
International Congress of Medical Men, at Amsterdam, in 
1879, when he said that children should never be employed 
in industry : — " The child belongs to himiself and to play. 
How many lives of children," he continued, " do we not wear 
out in our clothes, or smoke away in our cigars ! " 

Another writer in Malthus* day is astonished at the rapid 
increase of population in parts of Scotland, in spite of a con- 
siderable emigration to America in 1770, and a large drain 
during the war. In the parish of Duthie (Elgin) the annual 
births were -^ of the whole population, the mamages one in 
55 Each marriage in this place was stated to yield seven 
children, and yet the population had decreased. The women 
of Scotland appeared in those days to have been very prolific. 
In the parish of Nigg (Kincardine) there were 57 families 
with 405 children — f>., nearly 1^ each. Compare this wit& 
modern France, with an average of three children to a mar- 
ru^e. In Scotland at present the number of children tb a 
marriage is about four. 

The illustrious clergyman, Dr. Chalmers, whose centenary 
of -birth was celebrated on March 7, 1880, was always greatl;f 
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averse to the introdaction of the English poor-law system 
into Scotland. Mr. Malthns points out that before his day 
** the poor of Scotland were in general supported by voluntary 
<K>ntribntionsy distributed under the inspection of the minister 
of the parish ; and it appears, upon the whole^ that they have 
been conducted with considerable judgment. Having no claim 
by right to relief, and the supplies, from the mode of their 
collection, being necessarily uncertain, and never abundant, 
the poor have considered them merely as a last resource in 
oases of extreme distress, and not as a fund on which they 
might rely." In the account of Caerlaverock, in answer to 
the question, " How ought the poor to be supplied ?" it is 
most judiciously remarked, " that distress and poveity multiply 
in proportion to the funds created to relieve them ; that the 
measures of charity ought to remain invisible till the moment 
when it is necessary that they should be distributed ; that in 
the country parishes of Scotland in general small occasional 
voluntary collections are sufficient ; that the legislatui-e has no 
ocoasion to interfere to augment the stream, which already is 
<€iopiou8 enough ; in fine, that the establishment of a poor rate 
would not only be unnecessary, but hurtful, as it would tend to 
oppress the land-holder without bringing relief to the poor.'* 

Chalmers preached these doctrines enthusiastically during 
bis long and eventful life, and his conduct in moralising that 
part of the city of Glasgow where he was pastor will ever be 
lemembered with gratitude by all lovers of human happiness. 

The Poor-law Act of 1834, which was carried out in accord- 
ance with the views of Malthus and Chalmers, unfortunately 
placed no effectual check on the quantity of outdoor relief, and 
bence the number of outdoor paupers in England is often 
«B high as one-eighth of all relieved. This demoralises and 
pauperises the English poor to an alarming extent. This Poor- 
biw was introduced, with its worst features exaggerated, into 
Scotland In 1845, when a brand-new Poor-law was brought in 
with great facilities for outdoor relief. Well might Chalmere 
-warn his counti-ymen against such a Poor-law. It has already 
pauperised the most interesting peasantry in the British 
Islands to such a degree that, whilst in England one out of 
•every twenty persons is often a pauper, in iSootland already 
one in twenty-three are so, whereas in Ireland, with a far lower 
standard of comfort, but a much more stringent Poor-law, only 
one in seventy-four persons are in receipt of any parish relief. 

''The endemic and epidemic diseases in Scotland," says 
Malthus, ^* fall chiefly, as is usual, on the poor. ... To 
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the same canseB, in a great measare, are attributed the rheu-^ 
miitisms which are general and the consumptionB which are 
frequent among the common people. Wherever, in any place, 
from particular circumstances, the condition of the poor has 
been rendered wdrse, these disorders, particularly the latter, 
have been observed to prevail with greater force." In these 
observations Mr. Malthus lays the very foundation of tlie 
science of health. Health in Europe, he shows, is incom- 
patible with high birth-rates, which cause over-crowding, 
consumption, and death. 

Scotland, says Malthus, writing in 1806, is certainly still 
over-peopled, but not so much as it was a century ago, when 
it contained fewer inhabitants. Scotland in 1801, had 1,608,420 
inhabitants, and in 1871, 3,360,018,80 that its time of doubling 
has been nearly seventy years, or much slower than that of 
England and Wales. 

With regard to Ireland, there is only one short paragraph in 
Malthus' tenth Chapter of Book Second upon that country. 
We give it iii its entirety : — " The details of the population of 
Ireland are but little known. I shall only observe, therefordr, 
.that the extended use of potatoes has allowed of a very rapid 
increase of it during the last century (18th). But the cheap- 
ness of this nounshing root, and the small piece of ground 
which, under this cultivation, will in average years produce 
the food for a family, joined to the ignorance and barbarism oi 
the people, which have prompted them to follow their inclina- 
tions with no other prospect than an immediate bare subsistence, 
have encouraged marriage to such a degree that the popnla- 
tion is pushed much beyond the industry and present resources 
of the country ; and the consequence naturally is that the lower 
classes of people are in the most depressed and miserable state. 
The checks to the population are, of course, chiefly of the 
positive kind, and arise from the diseases occasioned by squalid 
povei-ty, by damp and wretched cabins^ by bad and insufficient 
clothing, by the filth of their persons, and occasional want." 

Malthus here foresaw the famine of 1848, which, aided by 
emigration, reduced the Irish population from 8,175,124 in 
1841 to 6,552,386 in 1851. Doubtless, as shown by Mr. J. 
S. Mill, Professor Laveleye, and other subsequent writers, the 
miserable condition of the Irish peasant is due mainly to the 
intolerable feudal laws of land tenure, which have been so 
violently put an end to in bur happiest of modem Europear 
States^ Prance. 
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CHAPTER VII. 



DETACHED ESSAYS. 



IN Volume 11. of the " Essay on the Principle of Popnla- 
tion " (edition 1806) there are to be found a number of 
most interesting remarks on the population Question. Bookll. 
contains chapters on the Fruitfulness of Marriage^ on the 
Kflfects of Epidemics, on Registers of Births, Deaths, and Mar- 
ringes, and on the General Deductions from the Preceding 
View of Society. 

** There is no absolutely necessary connection," says Malthns, 
** between the average age of marriage and the average age of 
death. In a country the resources of which will allow of a 
rapid increase of population, the expectation of life or the 
average age of death may be extremely high, and yet the age 
of marriage may be very early ; and the marriages, then, com- 
pared with the contemporary deaths of the registers, would, 
even after the correction for second and third marriages, be 
very much too great to represent the true proportion of the 
born living to marry." 

At the commencement of this century, it appears from the 
transactions of the Society of Philadelphia, in a paper by Mr. 
Baiton, entitled *' Observations on the Probability of Life in 
the United States," that the proportion of marriages to births 
was as 1 to 4|. As, however, this proportion was taken princi- 
pally from towns, it is probable, according to Malthus, that 
the births given were too low, and that as many as five might 
he taken as an average for town and country. According to 
this author, the mortality at that date was about I in 45 ; and, 
if the population doubled in twenty-five years, the births 
would be 1 in 20 (50 per 1,000). 

In England at the commencement of this century the pro- 
portion of marriages to births appears to have been about 100 
to 350. But in those days Mr. Malthns calculated that the 
annual marriages to the births in England amounted to about 
1 in 4. In the East-end of London at the present day the 
writer has found that the average number of children to a 
marriage among the women of the poorer classes is about 7, 
whilst the annual births in England and Wales to the mar* 
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riages arc nearly as 4^ to 1. In France tbo annual marriages 
are to the births as 1 to 8. 

A writer in Mr. MalthuB^s day, Crome, observes that when 
the marriages of a country yield less than four births, the 
population is in a very precarious state ; and he estimates the 
prolificness of marriages by the proportion of yearly births to 
marriages. If this had been true, the population of many 
countries of Europe would be at present in a precarious state, 
since in many, as in France, the proportion of marriagea to 
births is much under 4 to 1. 

" The pre vent iv\e check," says Malthus, "is perhaps best 
measured by the sraallness of the proportion of yearly births 
to the whole population. The ])roportion of yearly marriages 
to the population is only a just criterion in countries simi- 
larly circumstanced, but is incorrect where there is a differ- 
ence in the prolificness of marriages or in the proportion of 
the population under the age of puberty, and in the rate of 
increase. If all the marriages of a country, be they few or 
many, take place young, and be consequently prolific, it is 
evident that to produce the same proportion of births a smaller 
number of marriages will be necessary, or, with the same pro- 
portion of marriages, a greater proportion will be produced." 

Curiously enough, in his day Malthus mentions that in 
France both the births and deaths were greater than they were 
in Sweden, although the proportion of marriages was then 
rather less in France. " And when," he adds, ** in two 
countries compared, one of them has a much greater part of 
its population under the age of puberty than the other, it is 
evident that any general proportion of the 3'early marriages to 
the whole population will not imply the same operation of the 
preventive check among those of a marriageable age." 

One of the most interesting chapters in the second volume 
of Malthus' essay is that which relates to the rapid increase 
of births after the plagues. According to Sussmilch, very few 
countries had hitherto been exempt from plagues, which every 
now and then would sweep away one-fourth or one-third cf 
their population. That writer calculated that above one-third 
of the people in Prussia were destroyed by the plague of 1711 ; 
and yet, notwithstanding this great diminution of the popula- 
tion, it appeared that the number of marriages in 1711 was 
very nearly double the average of the six years preceding the 
plague. Hence the proportion of births to deaths was pro- 
digious — 320 to 100 — an excess of births as great, perhaps, as 
h:is ever been known in America. In the four years succeed- 
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ing the plagae the births were to the deaths in the proportion 
of above 22 to 10, which, calculating the mortality at 1 in 36, 
would double the population in 21 years. 

" In contemplating," says Malthus, " the plagues and sickly 
seasons which occur in the tables of Sussmilch, after a period 
of rapid increase, it is impossible not to be struck with the 
idea that the number of inhabitants had, in these instances, 
exceeded the food and accommodation necessary to preserve 
them in health. The mass of the people would, upon this 
supposition, be obliged to live worse, and a greater number of 
them would be crowded together in one house ; and these 
natni^l causes would evidently contribute to increase sickness, 
even though the country, absolutely considered, might not be 
crowded and populous. In a country even thinly inhabited, 
if an increase of population takes place before more food is 
raised, and more houses are built, the inhabitants must be 
distressed for room and subsistence." 

In Chapter xi. we have some general deductions from the 
preceding views of Society. Mr. Malthus there shows that 
the main cause of the slow growth of populations in Europe is 
insufficiency of supplies of food. No settlements, says our 
author, could have been worse managed than those of Spain > 
Mexico, Peru and Quito. Yet, under all their difficulties, 
these colonies made a quick increase in population. But the 
English North American Colonies added to the quantity of rich 
land they held in common with the Spanish and Portuguese 
settlements, a greater degree of liberty and equality. In Penn- 
sylvania there was no right of primogeniture in Malthus' time : 
and in the provinces of New England the eldest son had only 
a double share. The consequence of these favourable circnm-- 
stances united was a rapidity of increase almost without- a 
parallel in history. Throughout all the northern provinces 
the population was found to double itself in 25 years. The 
onginal number of persons which had settled in the four pro. 
vinoes of New England, in 1643, was 21,200. Afterwards it 
was calculated that more left them than went to them. In the 
year 1760 they were increased to half a million. They had, 
therefore, all along, doubled their nnmbers in 25 years. In 
Kew Jersey the period of doubling appeared to be 22 years ; 
and in Bhode island still less. In the back settlements, where 
the inhabitants applied themselves solely to agriculture., and 
lu'^nry was not known, they were supposed to double their 
numbers in 15 years. 

The population of the United States, says Malthus, writin;; 
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in 1806, according to the last Census, is 11,000,000. •* We 
have no reason to believe that Great Britain is less populous 
at present, for the emigration of the small parent stock which 
produced these numbers. On the contrary, a certain amount 
of emigration is known to be favourable to the population of 
the mother country. Whatever was the original number of 
British emigrants which increased so fast in North America, 
let us ask. Why does not an equal number produce an equal 
increase in the same time in Great Britain ? The obvious 
reason is the want of food ; and that this want is the most effi- 
cient cause of the three immediate checks to population which 
have been observed to prevail in all societies, is evident, from 
the mpidity with which even old States recover the desolations 
of war, pestilence, famine, and the convulsions of nature. They 
are then for a short time placed a little in the condition of new 
colonies, and the effect is always answerable to what might be 
expected. If the industry of the inhabitants be not destroyed, 
subsistence will soon increase beyond the wants of the reduced 
numbers ; and the invariable consequence will be, that popu- 
lation, >7hich before perhaps was nearly stationary, will begin 
immediately to increase, and will continue its progress till the 
former population is recovered." 

The decennial censuses of the United States during this 
century have been as follows, in round numbers : — In 1800, 
6,305,000 ; in 1810, 7,239,000 ; in 1820, 9,638,000 ; in 1830, 
12,866,000; in 1840, 17,069,000; in 1850, 23,193,000; in 
1860, 31,443,000 ; in 1870, 38,558,000. If we compare the 
cypher of 1830— 12,866,000— with that of 1800—5,305,000 
— we see that the population of the States far more than 
doubled itself in the first thirty years of the century, making 
all due allowance for immigration, by the simple process of 
fecundity inherent in the human species. 

Mr. Malthus mentions (chapter XI. p. 67), that in New 
Jersey ''the proportion of births to deaths, in an average 
of seven years, ending 1743, was 300 to 100. In England 
and France, he says, at that time the highest average propor- 
tion could not be reckoned at more than 120 to 100.'' At this 
date, 1880, the proportion of births to deaths in France is as 
111 is to 100, and in England it is as 152 is to 100, whereas 
in Dublin the deaths exceed the births. In New Zealand the 
births are to the deaths as 340 is to 100. There is nothing, 
he says, the least mysterious in this. ** The passion between 
the sexes has appeared in every age to be so nearly the same, 
that it may be considered, in algebraic language, as a given 
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quantity. The great law of necessity which prevents pecu- 
lation from increasing in any country beyond the food whieh 
it can either produce or acquire, is a law so open to our Yiew^ 
so obvious and evident to our understandings, that we cannot 
for a moment doubt it. The different modes which nature 
takes to repress a redundant population, do not appear, indeed, j 
to us so certain and regular ; but though we cannot always 

predict the mode, we may with certainty predict the fact. If 

the proportion of the births to the deaths for a few years 
indicates an increase of numbers much beyond the propor- 
tional increased or acquired food of the country, we may be 
perfectly certain that unless an emigration take place the 
deaths will shortly exceed the births, and that the increase 
that has been observed for a few years cannot be the real 
average increase of the population of that country. If there 
were no other depopulating causes, and if the preventive 
check did not act very strongly, every country would with- 
out doubt be subject to periodical plagues and famines." 

This is a well-known passage, and shows the genius of the 
writer as well as any in his work. How immensely superior 
is his clear enunciation of the attraction between the sexes 
when compared with the strange speculations of Mr. Herbert 
Spencer of late years, about the supposed gradual decay of that 
attraction in proportion to the alleged increase in the weight 
of the human brain. It is quite deplorable to see what , 
ingenuity has been exercised by latter-day philosophers to 
get over the plain and inevitable conclusions of Malthus and his 
common-sense school. The struggle for existence and the sur- 
vival of the fittest has been put forward as a plea for allowing 
over-population to grind the masses in constant misery, and 
the delusive ideal of the equation of mouths to food in the 
course of ages by a mere fanciful tendency of organisms to 
become more peHTect, without the exercise of volition, are the 
latest struggles of the ostrich to burrow with his head in the 
■and in order to avoid the sight of the inevitable. 

*' The only criterion," says Malthus, *' of a real and per- 
manent increase in the population of any country is the increase 
in the means of subsistence. But even this criterion is subject 
to slight variations, whidi, however, are completely open to 
observation. In some countries population seems to have 
been forced : that is the people have been habituated by ^ , 
degrees to live almost upon tihe smallest possible quantity of 
food.. There must have been periods in such countries when 
popidation increased permanently without an increase in the 
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means of BubBistence. China, India» and the oountvies poi^- 
BessQd by t^e Bedow^en Arabs, as we have seen in the fortner 
part of this' work, appear to answer to this description. The 
aveif^age produce of these countries seems to be l)ut barely 
Bufficfent to support the lives of the inhabittuitsi and, of course, 
any deficiency from the badness of the seasons must be fatal. 
Nations in this state must necessarily be subjeot to famines." 

Almost all the histories .of epidemics whioh we have 
read tend to confirni thCf supposition that they are greafly 
caused by that over-population whiqh, as in Dublin in 1880, . 
leads , to over-crowded ' housesj filled by ill-fed and ill-61a4 
inmaites.' Dr. Short, an author of the lastxentury. shows in 
his work (Air, Seasoqs^&c, vol. ii. p. 206), that a very, jjjon- 
riderable proportion of the Epidemic ye?irs either have followed 
or were accpmpanied by seasons of dearth and bad foodi . In 
othef places he alsa mentions great plagues as diminishing 
particmariy the tiumbers of the poorest claseles^; and in speab- 
ing of difiCerent diseases, he .observes, that, those which- are ^ 
occasippqd by bad and unwholesome food gcAcn^Uy last ixx^ 
long^i^t. 

" WSknow (says qur author) from constant' experience that 
fevers' are , geiv^ratea ii) our jails, 'our manufaqtbries, our •, 
crov/ded;workhouiBes^ andrih the narrow and close sti-eets of 
our wge towns, all which situations appear 'to be similar- in ' 
theiif effects to 'squalid poverty, and we cannot dbnbt ihai^ 
causes of this ki^^d, aggravated, in degree^ contril)u^ed to the 
prodtrci^6n''8ud prevalence of those rgref^t and wasting pjlpgues ' 
fbnnferly sp common in Europe, .but whic^now, from the, 
mitigation;, of their causes, are\ every w^ere considerably 
abated, ^d in many places appear to be completely e;i:~ 
tirptfted. .- 

" Of tllfe other great scourge of nrtiukinii— famine — it may ., 
be observed that it i^* not in the \hature of things that tl^e 
increase Of population should absol^utely produce one. This. 
incr€^ase,^tho^^h';*£^pid, is necessarily gracinal, and as t^ 
human fr^me cann6t \^e supported, even for a very short tinier' . 
without f6o<i, it iis' evident' that no more human beings can 
grow* lip than there-is proyision'lioanaintkm. .' But 't hough tfaie ' 
principle of populaticift cannot absolutely produce a famine, it 
prepal*e^, tlie way fer one in the most complete' manner, -and 
by obli^g all the'lowfer class^ of peoplfer^tb subsist merely 
on the sitallest quantity of fbbd that will support life, turns 
even'i^ slight fieficiency from the failure of the seasons .into a 
severb dearth) and. may be iPairly said, ihereforef to be one pf 
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the, principal , oansea' of famine. Among the signs of an 
ii))pro<|Qbing deailh^tDr. Short mentions one oi> more years of 
luxuriant crops together,.- and this observation is- probably just, 
as wQ^now that the general efifect of years of cheapness and 
abTmdanee is to dispose a greater number of persons to marry, 
and under ^uch /pircu instances the return to a year which gives 
only an ,average crop might produce a scarcity." 

l^oh hati. been J aibelyr spoken in professional assemblies 
about recent epidengiics of small pox. It is curious to hear 
what our lauthor,' .writing in 1806, or seven years after the 
disoovery of Edward Jenner, has to say. " The small pox 
(sajs MalthuSy book 2, ch, xi., p. 61)> which at present may 
be considered as the most prevalent and fatal epidemic in 
Europe, is of .all others, perhaps, the most difficult to account 
for,, ^hough the periods of its return are in many places 
regpUr. .Dr. Short (Air, Seasons, vol. ii., p. 441), observes 
tha^^rom the history of this disorder it seems to have veiy 
littlor dep^ndence on present constitutions of the weather of 
seasons, af^d that it appears epidemically at all times and in 
all states of the air, though not so frequently in hard frost. 
We^ Jknow • of no instances, I believe, of its being clearly 
generated under any circumstances of situation. I do not 
me^, therefore, to insinuate that poverty and crowded houses 
ever absolutely produced it ; but X may be allowed to remark 
that 4n.. those places where its returns are regular, and its 
ravages among children, particularly among those of the lowest - 
olasa, are consid^sjible, it necesscgnly follows that these crr-> 
cnnistances, in ^ greater degree than usual, must always 
precede and accompany its appearance-; that is, from the time 
of its last visit, the average number of children will be in- 
oresyiing, the people will, in coniiequence, be growing poorer, 
and the houses will be more crowded till another visit removes 
this superabundant -.population." 

Utbei; circumstances being equal, it may be affirmed that 
countries are .populous according to the quantity of human 
food which they produce or can acquire ; and happy, accord- 
ing ;tu the liberality with which the food is divided, or the 
quantity which a day's labor will purchase. Compare, on 
this ^ndard of our author, the condition of an agricultural 
laborer in England, with beefsteak at one shilling the pound 
in London, with tliat of DunediUj where, as we write, it is at 
fonrpence tbe pqundi and wages are at least two and a half 
thos^ in, England f<Qf that class. '' Com countries are more 
populous than pasture countries, and rice countries more 
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populous than com oonntries. But their happiness does not 
depend either upon their being thinly or folly inhabited, upon 
their poverty or their riches, their youth or their age ; but on 
the proportion which the population and the food bear to each 
other. This proportion is generally the most favorable in new 
colonies, where the knowledge and industry of an old state 
operate on the fertile unappropriated land of a new one. In 
other cases the youth or the age of a state is not, in this 
respect, of great importance. It is probable that the food of 
Great Britain is divided in more liberal shares to its inha- 
bitants at the present period than it was two thousand, thre«* 
thousand, or four thousand years ago." 

This passage from Malthus shows that he at least does not 
believe in the view sometimes attributed to him that the 
position of civilised society is tending continually to become 
more and more unbearable from pressure of population on 
food. Malthus saw quite clearly that the prevention of a 
rapid birth-rate was more and more practised by nations in 
proportion as they became better educated, and he therefore 
did not at all take the pessimistic aspect of human society that 
many believe. 

"In a country never to be oveima by a people more 
advanced in arts, but left to its own natural progress in civili- 
satibn ; from the time when its produce might be considered 
as a unit, to the time that it might be considered as a million, 
. during the lapse of many thousand years, there would not be 
a single period when the mass of the people could be said to 
be free from distress, either directly or indirectly, from want 
of food. In every state in Europe, since we have first bad 
accounts of it, millions and millions of human existences have 
been suppressed from this simple cause, though perhaps in 
some of these states an absolute famine may never have been 
kno¥ni." 

These expressions of Mr. Malthus are entirely opposed to 
the idea that he held that the future of society was likely to be 
less bright than that of the past Still there is a certain sad- 
ness in the following sentence, which is the real secret of the 
unpopularity of the great discoverer's doctrine. In page 73, 
book ii., chap, xi., he says : " Population invariably increases 
when the means of subsistence increase, unless prevented by 
powerful and obvious checks. . . Famine seems to be the 
last, the most dreadful resource of nature. The power of 
population is so superior to the power in the earth to produce 
sabdstence for man, tliat unless arrested by the preventive 
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obeok, premature death must in some afaape or other visit the 
human race. The vices of mankind are active and able 
ministers of depopulation. They are the precursors in the 
great army of destruction, and often finish the dreadful work 
themselves. But should they fail in this work of extermiua- 
tion» sickly seasons, epidemics, pestilence, and plague, advance 
in terrific array, and £^weep off their thousands and tens of 
thonsands. Should success be still incomplete, gigantic, in- 
evitable famiue stalks in the rear, and at one mighty blow 
levels the population with the food uf the world.'* 

In Mr. Malthus's edition of 1806, the third book contains 
several essays on the different systems or expedients which 
have been proposed or have prevailed in society, as they affect 
the evils arising from the principle of population. In chapter I., 
p. 77, he treats of systems of equality proposed by Wallace, 
and the illustrious Condorcet. Mr. Wallace, whose name has 
been adverted to by many writers as one of those who partly 
saw the importance of the tendency of mankind to increase 
more rapidly than food, did not seem to be aware that any 
difficulty would arise from this cause till the whole earth Uad 
been cultivated as a garden, and was incapable of any further 
increase of produce. Mr. Malthus remarks upon this idea of 
Mr. Wallace, that " at every period during the period of cul- 
tivation, from the present moment to the time when the whole 
earth was become like a garden, the distress for want of food 
would be constantly pressing on all mankind if they were 
equal. ' Though the produce of the earth would be increasing 
evexy year, population would be tending to increase much 
fia^ster, and the redundancy must necessarily be checked by 
the periodical action of moral restraint, vice', or misery." 

M. Condorcet's Esquissi d^un tableau hisiorique des progres de 
r esprit humain vrdk% written, it is said, under the pressure. of 
that cruel proscription which terminated in his death during 
the French He volution, and the posthumous publication is oiUy 
a sketch of a much larger work which he proposed to write. 
By the application of calculations to the probabilities of li/e 
and the interest of money, Condorcet proposed that a fund 
should be established, which should assure to the old an assist- 
ance produced in pa^ by their own former savings, and in 
part by the savings of individuals, who in making the same 
saorifice die. before they reap the benefit of it. These establisti- 
meuts, he observes, might be made in the name and under 
the protection of the state. Mr. Blaokley brought forward , a 
■omewhat similar proposal in 1880. Condorcet adds that by 
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the jnst applioation of such oalcnlations, means might be found 
of more eompfetely» preserving a -state of-eqBalify, by prevent- 
ing eredit ft-om being 'the ezolusive ptivilege of large forfcanes, 
and yet giving it a basis eqnally solid, and by rendering the 
industry and activity of ^oomtticeroe lesA dependent on great 
capitalists. 

Mr. Maltfaus criticises the schemes of Gondorcet as follows: — 
" Biippofiing for a moment that they wouM grve-nd^check to 
production, the greatest difficulty- remains behind. ' Were 
' eviery man sure of a comfortable provision for a family/ahnost 
every man would have one ; and were the ridng genMtition 
' free from the kiHu^ frost of misery, population must increase 
with unusual jfapidity." And Gondorcet 'himself saw thMr,'-for 
be says ? ** But in this progress' of industry and happiness, 
' each geneltition will be called to more extended idnjoyments, 
' and, in consequence, by the* physical constitution of thehuman 
frame, to an increase in the number of individuals; Must<not 
' there arise a period when these laws, equally necessary; shall 
"counteract each Other; when the increase (^'-the number' of 
men surpassing their means of subsistence, the necessary reettlt 
must be, either a continual diminution of happiness and popu- 
lation — a movemeut truly retrograde — or, at least, a kifid of 
oscillation between good and evil. Shall we ever arrive kt 
such a period ? - It is equally impossible to pronounce for or 
against the future realization of an event, which cannot tdke 
place but at an era when the 'human race will have attained 
Improvements of which wc can at present scarcely 'foitn' a 
'conception *' * ' » •. 

To this Mr. Malthus replies that the only point in which he 
differs fr^m Gondorcet in the pai'agra[)h just cited il^ with 
regard to the period when it may be applied to- the human 
' race. Gondorcet thought that his age of ii-on would nbt^oome 
' until a very distant era. Our author remarks, on the contrary, 
r that the period when the number oif men surpassed their sub- 
'.sistence had long ago arrived ; and that- this constantly sub- 
sisting cause, of periodical misery hae existed ever since we 
have any history of mankind, and continues to exist at < the 

* present moment. . . .i . .'.o 

** M. ()ondorcet (says Malthus) however goes on to say that 

' shoAid'the period which^ he eonceives'to. be so distsfnt^ever 

arrive, the human race, and the advocates of the perfectibttity 

of man, need not be alarmed at it. He then*pTGC€ledfli<to 

* remove the difficulty in a mnnner which' L profess nottonlndisr- 

* stand. ' Having observed that the ridiciilbiis prejudice«of 



J flUperatttioB' wemlfi b^ that time haver b^ded*i6 throw over 
'Morals a cprrtipiand degmding atisterity,' hb' dludes'^!th^ to 

a promisoQou^ concnbinage which wonld prevent breeding, or 
- teflOttjethiDgelseaa •unfaattiitil. To temove'the' diffictllty in 
' tfaifiwaj *^H surely, iti "fth© opiirioii: of rtio8tinen;b€f todfestroy 
•'that Virtne^and piirity of maimers t^ch the iidvocitefif of 

equaUty, and of the pferfectn3ility of iflanj' profess to H^'the 

• »-end and object of their views." 

It ift from passages stich as thes^ that Mi^: Malthns difl^ild so 

• much-, from^ the so-oalledf New-Malthusians, who look fot'the 
•' fiolation of 'the population- diffi6ulty to the ^' small-fattnly 

^ystoni " of the' Erench. It wotild seent that the great Fi'^fich 

•'•«^riter, Ooadortet; had a prophetic knO'^i^ledge of whar*the 

■i«ffeot of the great Ft'ench Hovolution wotild be^ a revol'Mtov 

' Whiehj^by 'eonvertlp^ the ctiltivator of the soil* of that state ihto 

Hhe proprietor, has made France the most pfrudent countr^ in 

the known world in the question of 'the size 'of families. ^"Mr. 

Bcmar,' too, in a clever pamphlet, pubHshbd in 1880, i^hdwB 

" that' Mr. Malthns retained somewhat* the same "phraseology as 

' he «iBe8 ' here, in his 7th 'Edition, 'page 512;Wherd he-1HinB 

speaks: ''If it were possible for each married Oonple to'fjMhit 

I by- a^ wish the number* -of their 't^tltlferi, there 'is ceHi^ly 

reason to fear that the indolence of the human ^ race woull^'be 

very greatly increased." Hkd^heliVed iii'<881;'aiid seeiihow 

rapidly the industry of France fsimereasrng, her we&lth'ddv^p. 

ing,i and poverty diminishing in "that ^^^ppi^st of inodjim 

( European states in the face t^f the lowesl^Et^opean -biH;hi44ts 

« (26 'per 1,000), he wdtrid have been^he first,- we doubt liot; to 

' Tetrao(^t^ecEtide*expre8sions, and to i$ee Wherein tmevMne 

• oonsiBtB. 

M. Cehdorcet seems to have enteittained ' sothe verf 'hojjMf nl 

• ideas as to the perfectibility of the human fhime, ana to* Mve 
thought that though man would 'liot'' become 'abM^lM^ly 
immortal, yet that the dunttiou betw^n''!iis''b{Hh atod'>%is 
natural death would increase '#ithout ^lii^ing;' would ha^d\fao 
natural term, and might properly be^ez{)ties^ed''byM;l^e'<felm 
indofiMite. Maltiins' demtir8< to' these spe<jfttbtJohs. 'H^ldiiidkB 

'. tibat. ^tke average dnration > bf human life' Will; to a' c^Mflbi 

• extent,' vary from healthy or unhealthy elinililes;'fifOta«'Wlrllie- 
sonie or nn wholesome f oodj €tom v&tnoui^ Ot. vioions micA^dim, 

• andfrom^ other oaimes ; but if may W*faMymoti(^d"wfa«ttor 
'there has been really the smdlestpereeiitiMe' ftdviliiee<'iiiitto 

natural'dtiration of' human . life* liinoe^'We MdMany aiitbairtio 
^•hktorybfttan. '' What can we^eaaotflHrtfrtww1iM#skllWf'* 
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,^ ** The capacity of improvement in plants and animala, to 
^^ a oertain extent^ no person can possibly doubt. A c^ear 
' and decided progress has already been made, and yet I 
^ think that it would be highly absurd to say that this progress 
! has no limits. . . The error does not seem to lie in supposing 
« a small degree of improvement possible, but in not discrimi- 
nating between a small improvement, the limit of which is 
undefined, and an improvement really unlimited. As the 
human race could not be improved in the same way as the 
domestic animals, without condemning all the bad specimens 
to celibacy, it is not probable that an attention to breed should 
ever become general." Here, again, we prefer the injunction 
of Professor Mantegazza to consumptive parents : * Aniate, 
. ma non generate' ('Marry but do not reproduce'). The 
■peculations of Condorcet seem, to a certain extent, to have 
been revived in modem days by Mr. H. Spencer and Dr. B. W. 
Bichardson. The former of these distinguished authors seems 
to look forward to a time when the wants of mankind shall by 
the process of evolution become equated to their powers of 
. acquiring food, without calling in the will ; and Dr. Richard- 
. son seems to look forward to a far greater longevity for indi- 
viduals of the human species than has been experienced in 
.;.its past history. 

ff ** When paradoxes of this kind (says Malthus) are advanced 
., hw ingenious and able men, neglect has no tendency to con- 
Tince them of their mistakes. Priding themselves on what 
., they conceive to be a mark of the make and size of their own 
. • imderstandings, of the extent and comprehensiveness of their 
., views, they will look upon this neglect merely as an indication 
of poverty and narrowness of the mental exertions of tJieir 
I oontemporaries, and only think that the world is not yet pre- 
fj pared to receive their sublime truths. On the contrary, a 
V oandid investigation of these subjects, accompanied with a 
/ perfect readiness to adopt anything warranted by sound 
< philosophy, may have a tendency to convince them that in 
■rorming unfounded and improbable hypotheses, so far frpni 
> enlarging the bounds of science, they are contracting it ; so fai 
((^m promotiag the improvement of the human mind, they 
• are obstructing it; they are throwing us back again; almost 
,^inly>tbe i^faucy of knowledge, and weakening the founda- 
Vttons of that mode of philosophising under the auspices of 
(),lf hich science has of lat€| made such rapid advance. The late 
r>.,fage for wide and unrestrained speculaUon seems to have been 
^ 1^ Jdnd Qt n^ental intosucation, arising perhaps from the great 



or THOMAS B. MALTH178. SV 

and unexpected discoveries which had been made, in Tanous 
branches of science. To men elate and inspired with sach 
snooesses, everything appears to be within the grasp of hnmao 
powers, and under this illusion they confounded subjects where 
no real progress oonld be proved with those where the pro- 
gress had been marked, certain and acknowledged/' 

The great antagonist of Mr. Malthus at the commencement 
of this century was Mr. Godwin, who, in his work on Political 
Justice^ gives a magnificent picture of a system of equality, 
which, by his accouut, is to legenerate society. On page 458 
of book IV. of that work Mr. Godwin thus speaks : — " The 
spirit of oppression, the spiiit of servility, and the spirit of 
fiand, then, are the immediate growth of the established 
administration of property. They are alike hostile to 
intellectual improvement. The other vices of envy, malice, 
and revenge are their inseparable companions. In a state of 
society where men lived in the midst of plenty, and where all 
■bared alike the bounties of nature, these sentiments would 
inevitably expire. The narrow principle of selfishness would 
vanish. No man being obliged to guard his little store, or 
provide with anxiety or pain for his restless wants, each 
would lose his individual existence in the thought of the 
general good. No man would be an enemy to his neighbours, 
for they would have no subject of contention ; and, of con« 
sequence, philanthropy would resume the empire which reason 
assigns her. Mind would be delivered fi*om her perpetual 
anxiety about corporeal support, and free to expatiate in the 
field of thought which is congenial to her. Each would assist 
the inquiries oF all." 

The great error, as Malthus observes, under which Mr. 
Godwin labors throughout his whole work is in nttri bating 
almost all the vices and miseries that prevail in civil society to 
human institutions. Political regulations, and the established 
administration of property, are, with him, the f rnitfiil sources 
of all evil the hritbed of all the crimes that degrade man- 
kind. '' Man cannot live (says Malthus) in the midst of 
plenty^ All cmnot share alike the bounties of nature. Were 
there no esbiblished administration of pro])orty, every man 
would be obliged to guard with force his little Ktore. iSelfish- 
ness would be trium])hant. The subjects of contention would 
be perpetual. Every individual would be under a constant 
anxiety about corporeal support, and not a ^in^^Ie intellect 
wonld be left free to expatiate in the field of thon«ci>t.** 

Mr. Godwin supposed that the population ditlicully would 
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• oul^ become: of importanoe at,£omQ xamote ; injure.* -'^ISiiee. 

. iiDurths of the. habijbablei globe, are now uncultivated. rxvTbe 

partS' already oultivi^ted are capa,blei of,,iinine!a^X4adi>l^jjim. 

. provetpent. t Myriada of q6ntune6> of still. iia/?nBa8in|$:pop^1a. 

.^Q9L may pass away, and the earth be still fai»ndii«iifl^«iitL.for 

the subsistence of its inhabitants." Mr^.Malt.bn9 ^ask^ at to 

hiima^ne for a moment Mr. Godwin's system; of ,€iq|^ality 

:. t^Used in. its utmost extent^ and see how.SQpni.th^ diW<^ty 

, J of population might be expected to press upon « up .imdel^ so 

.' perfeot a form of society. 

Let us suppose^ he says, all the causes of ivic/e.aiid^aniiaeiy 

I in^ this island removed. V War and contention. coase. • Uxw 

. wholesome trades and nianufaqtories do, pot. exist.. C]:^wd8ino 

^ lojQger collect together in great and pestilent cities for purposes 

^ ,of Court intrigue, of commerce, and vicious gratification. 

.) Simple, healthy, and rational amusements take place of drink- 

ingi gambling, and debaijichery. There are no towns suQ<4.ejatlj 

large to have any prejudicia]f4»ffQct8on the human cpnst^tPlioo. 

» The greater part of the. happy inhabitant&.of this terrestrial 

. Paradise live in hamlets . ^nd . f^xm-houses, scf^ttered 0Ter,:ib6 

. . face jof the country. All. mew are equal. The labors. of luxury 

. ^re at au eud, and the necessary labors of QgriculturQiarOi^khared 

aiuicably among all. The number of persons and>th0 produce 

fOf the island we. suppose to be the same ,as at present. '*■ !^he 

spirit of benevolence guided by. impartial just^ioe wil}. divide 

tin's produce among all the^ ^npmbers of sooiety ai^of^ii^Et ^ 

their wants. Though it would be impot^sible t^at they .shoiild 

all have aqimal food every day, yet .vegetable food^jii^jith.niBat 

occattionally, would satisfy the desires of a frugal people^ and 

. .would be sufficient to preserve them in bealthj.strengfi)^ and 

.jjpirits.'* 

, * VMr. Gpd win considers marriage, as % fvaxid af^d. a .^lonqpojly. 

. Let us suppose the commerce of the sexes established f^ppn 

principles of the most perfect freedom. Mr^ Godwin ffpepnot 

..think himself that this freedom would lead to. a pron^^uoQi 

, nteroourse, and. in tbisi perfectly .agree with him. The.^ova 

of variety is. a vicious, corrupt^ and unnatural taste, and OQuld 

. not prevail in any grpat^ degree, in a simple apd virtooua. sti^a 

of society. Each man would probably, ^eieot for. bimi^lf. a 

partner to whom he.wonld adhere, as lo^g as that adbeiiepoe 

..continued to bq the phoice of bQth parties. It , would, be of 

t. little consequence, accoirdipg to Mr. , 6Qdwjn,,.bow ,^^y 

children a woman had, or tq wrhom they belonged, {^r^y^i^s 

.iUidns/^istnnce would sppntaiieofisly flow from the ,q^af)er in 
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which they abounded to the quarter in which they were 
deflci^sht', arid e*^ery man 'arfbording to his capacity woiilcl'^ be 
ready' to' ftirtiish instrilctiOn to the yisirig i^eileratioii/'" ' '*^' 

«*Lcahnot'boiifcMVe'a toW* of 'yo'ciety'^'TiVarableupon the 
whole to popnlatioh. Thfe irremediabfe'niefes of hikWlage/iUi'it 
i8'at*|)rfe8eht ci6ni^itutfed, utidoubtbdly de^i-s mdtiy from ^Ater- 
ing into this state. 'An tm'ghaokled "iiiter<iourslB, on'^^the 
oontrtiry', would' be a most powerful fnciiteiiient to early attach- 
nicHitS, ^hd as we are 6up^6feihg ' £6' ahti^ty about 'the mhre 
support' of children to '^xi^tj'Idd hdt6dn6Mv^ that'thei-e wd^ld 
be One i/i^man in a' hundred^ of twetity-tliree years 'of ig;e, 
without a family." •• . . • - n. 

""" With thei^e extraordinary encouragements to population, 
and ev6ry cd.use of depoptilatioli; ai^ w^ have supposda, reboVed, 
the fiiimbei'S would necessarily increase faster tbali' in] iby 
society that has ever yet ' b(^en known.. I have befori men- 
tioned 'that the inhabitants of Aie back settlements of AViierica 
appear to double theii^ bumbei^ in fifteen yeafsl England is 
certiiiihly a healthier 'cdunti^ than 'the bdck settlemehts of 
AHietica; and a^ we have supposed every hbuisb in the islaiid 
U) be airy and wholesome, and the encouragemeiits to haVe a 
family greater even than tn America, no probable rea^bii c^n 
be assigned why the population should not dotible itself in T^ss, 
if possible, than fifteen years." ' . '. . *'It is probable that 
the half of ev'ei^y man's' time (in a system of equality) miisfbe 
enl ployed for this "piirpose (in agticulture). Yet with such a 
much greater exertion, a person who' is acquainted with the 
nature of the soil of the' country, and ' ^ho reflects on" the 
ffertility of thef lands alrefetdyin'oultlVatioii,' arid the barrenness 
df th'6se that are not cultivated,' will be very much disposed ro 
dbuht Whether the whole kveriige produce could possibly be 
dbiA)IiBdin twenty years ft-dm'the present period. The only 
chance of success would be from t!he ploughiug up most of the 
gp-a^ing countries, and pitting "aik ena almost entirely to 
animal food. Yet this scheme woifld prbb^bly defeat itsi^lf. 
The soil of England will nt)t prodiice much "Without dressiuig; 
4nd'6attl^ deem to bo fiecessai^ to tns&d that species of manure 
which best iiuits the land; ' ' ■' 

" '^ A'las, what becomes of the picture, where men lived in the 
midst of -plenty, when no man was obliged to provide with 
athtiety and pain' for His restless wants ; when the harkk^w 
ptinciptes of sc'Ifishn^fM did not etist ; when the iriah Was 
delivered from bis perpetual anxiety for corporal support, ahd 
'free td expatiate in the field of th6itght which id so congenial 
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to bim ? This beantif ul fabrio of the imaginatioii TajiifliieB at 
the severe touch of truth. . . • The ohildren are siokly 
from insuffioiHiit food. The rosy flush of health gives place to 
the pallid oheek and hollow eye of misery." 

In as short a period as fifty years the whole of the worst 
evils of society will certainly re-appear, if population be not 
ohecked (says Mai thus) by moral restraint, vice, or misery. 
After showing that a regime of equality would inevitably end 
in these shallows, so long as the birth-rate was not restricted, 
Malthus contends that some such laws of private property, as 
those which at present exist, would be oei*tain to re-appear and 
misery to be increased. He then continues to give the best 
account of the irrevocable contract of marriage, with whicb we 
are familiar, that any writer has ever attempted to give. 

** The next subject which would come under discui^sion, 
intimately connected with the preceding, is the commerce of 
the sexes. It would be urged by those who had turned their 
attention to the true cause of the difficulties under which the 
community labored, that while every man felt secure that all 
his children would be well provided for by general bene- 
volence, the powers of the earth would be absolutely inadequate 
to produce food for the po|)ulation which would inevitably 
ensue ; that even if the whole attention and labor of the 
society were directed to this sole point, and if by the most 
perfect security of property, and every other encouragement 
that could be thought of, the greatest possible increase of pro- 
duce were yearly obtained ; yet still the increase of food would 
by no means keep pace with the much more rapid increase of 
population ; that some check to population, therefore, was 
impenousiy called for; that the most natural and obvious 
check seemed to be to make every man provide for his own 
ohildren ; that this would operate in some respect as a 
measure and a guide in the increase of population, as it might 
be expected that no man would bring beings into the world 
for whom he could not find the means of support ; that when 
this, notwithstanding, was the case, it seemed necessary, for 
the example of others, that the disgrace and inconvenience 
attending such conduct should fall upon that individual who 
had. thus inconsiderately plunged himself and his innocent 
ohildren into want and misery. The institution of marriage, 
or at least of some express or implied obligation on every man 
to support his own children, seems to be the natural result of 
these reasonings, in a community under the difficulties that we 
have supposed." 
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Mr. Malthus then proceeds with his theory of the reason 
why society pnnishes carelessness in sexual relations much 
more in the case of a woman than in that of a man. '^ The 
view of these difficulties presents us with a very natural 
reason why the disgrace which attends a hreach of chastity 
should he greater in a woman than in a man. It could not be 
expected that a woman should have resources sufficient to 
support her own children. When, therefore, a woman had 
liv^ with a man who had entered into no compact to main- 
tain her children ; and aware of the inconveniences that he 
might bring upon himself, had deserted her, those children 
must necessarily fall upon the society for support or starve. 
And to prevent the frequent recurrence of such an incon- 
venience, as it would be highly unjust to punish ao natural 
a fault by personal restraint or infliction, society might agree 
to punish it with disgrace. The defence is besides more 
obvious and conspicuous in the woman, and less liable to any 
mistake. The father of a child may not always be known; 
but the same uncertainty cannot easily exist with regard to 
the mother. Where the evidence of the offence was most 
complete, atid the inconvenience to society at the same time 
the greatest, there it was agreed that the largest share of blame 
should ' fall. The obligation on every man to support his 
children the society would enforce by positive law, and the 
greater degree of inconvenience or labor to which a family 
would necessarily subject him, added to some feature of dis- 
grace, which every human being must incur who leads 
another into unhappiness, might be considered as a sufficient 
punishment for the man. 

'^ That a woman should at present be almost driven from 
tociety for an offence which men commit nearly with impunity, 
seems to be undoubtedly a breach of natural justice. But the 
origin of the custom, as the most obvious and effeotunl method 
of preventing the frequent recurrence of a serious inconvenience 
to a community, appears to be natural, though not perhaps 
perfectly justifiable. This origin, however, is now lost in the 
new train of ideas that the custom has since generated. What 
at first sight might be dictated by state necessity is now sup- 
' ported by female delicacy, and operates with the greatest foroe 
on that part of the society, where, if the origin 1 intention of 
the custom were preserved, there is the least occnsion for if 

These most ingenious speculations of our author oontalti an- 
doubted ly a great deal of truth in them. At the same time,' 
it is clear that when society shall begin to replace traditloaal 
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views of 4WPrMHy by.pw)rQ,po8it4V/ft, wd, ^iwti,j^ d^duofcioiis 
fropi experij^ppe, when jt sl^ftll.b^ gw?^raUy. ack«pwi«lg€d in 
allciYiUsed folates ,p|f. the .old w.Qrt|d ih^% tii<e .bam,,of,ttnie 
moraUty .^U9t Qonfiisilt in that oopduQt.iybiQb.M^ill keep the hirih- 
rate.v^ifjrJoyF,. ]!4r..i(j:^thft9'8 aijgumente in favour ofiirre- 
▼oo^bU marriage luid excessive, Sjeverity tpwards:thQ8ei who 
pref^j:iipt to.epter.the iflap^rfeot marriage aiqrangefia^nte of 
modflHi . EurQp^ . (jpqnfaieg, with ^ full knowledge of what 
they^a|^,(^bg, must ]bo gradually replaqed by some law wthksh 
shall ^^x; a stigina, ippt sp much uppn illegitimaoy, but ratheir 
upou the production of ,l^^ge, families. Those who ace^tweU 
aoqi^^inted with the modern po^joQ oi the mamage question in 
Eucope^ ^nd who have st^ed what has been written on it by 
Wilhelm yon Humboldt a^il J. S. .MiU,.wiU readily ^aoknOiW- . 
lodge that, if society wQuld but takie^. care, to stigmatise as 
imiporai.aU. those per^oAs.whg.takQn^Qre than.a vei^ inodemte 
share of the 'blessing? of , parentage .in old countries, it mights as 
Humboldt proposes^ entirely withdraw from all leg^l uxtearfer- 
enoe \x^ thjd contracts between the sexes, Koral pbligationapiigbt 
8ti]4,i:emaiQ in full force towards those whp have be^ .le4 to 
bas^^.theiTi future lijCdijOn ^he. implied continuance, of. (Bueh 
oonti:fiof»; but dpjDbtle^s the law of civilised states is at pjidsent 
ten^lipg towards far greater facility of dissolving such con- 
tracts than Mi:*. Malthus, seems to have approved of. . ,., 

In. chapter IIJ. of book. HI. our author, di^ppses of the.. 
so-Q^Ued '*.jruturity .fallacy,'], which unfortnnateJy.Jjtyi'OQnr « 
tinijbea.to be ppposed, to, .the> teachings of ,the eco^omistSi a^ if 
it had not been over and over again refuted- by the author, off 
the eawy.on populajipp.; *' .Qfch^r ppp^sokus," aaya our mthQr^ 
** besides' Mr. 6od,wi».baT^. imagined .thftt.I looted to certain . 
^ripds.in future when population wo^uld exceed .the, m^anja pf!.-. 
subsistence in a, much greater degree than at present, an<li.that • 
the ^vi)^. arising frpm.i^e priupiple of population wei;p rather 
in oi^ntemplation than in e^^istepce; but. this is a total ws- ..: 
conoeptioQ pf jny ., argument. ..Poverty,, and. not. absolute 
famine, is th^ specific. effect pf ithe principle of pppulatiop^ias • 
I hay;e-.befoxe«en4eavAured»,t$) sho.w.. , Many countries, are^.n^w. . 
suffei9Ag.aU the eyjls tiiat can ev^r be expected to flow from, 
thittpriuolplebi and even if, we. wer^ af^ved at the absolute 
limit to all further increase pf produce, a ppint which ve i^hall i 
oert^ly never reach, I shpuld by no means expect that those 
evils would be .in limy inarkQd p^xanner aggravated. . The r 
incri^ase of .prpduce in, most i^urppea^ cpnptries is. so, very . 
slow, compared with what would be required to support an 
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^ incVeascf'of people, thai tba 'checks ^hioh '^r^ 
yjnakaMy^in actionf to repress the population to tbetevel 6f a\ 
prodii'6e'ViseTei»iiig so sIot^Ij would haviB' very little more to 
do in wearing it down to a produce absolutely stationary." ,. . 

The gr^at" historian Huiu'e had pointed out that in l^osisf '' 
comytHes where hrfanticide was permitted by law, there wa3 
^reafalr* orver-^piilation iheai in 'dtberis wbei-'e it was "pror. 
bibiMd,^ booistuBe parents were too hnibane to.betake them^eflvi^ . . * ' 
to BQoh-a frightful •* positive check." The excessive poverty * 
of ChiDR^ wh^re th^ cnistom ' of . infanticide prevails,, is a9».. 
exam|)le of i;he ti*uth of Mr. Hume's remark^- ^'It is :9till»;r 
liowevteri'truei" adds ohr author (p. 139)^. "that the ex-r w. 
pedieni ih, in its bwn'nature, adequate to the end for whioh ttu^/) 
wa8'oiled;'49ut'to drnke it so in fact, it muat'be jdone by.tili^ou: 
magistrtito^ and not left to the parents/ The almost itivari^bltf . . i, 
iendea&yoi thisV^nstom to increase population, when it dep^cbf . . . 
eiitirdl^u|>ohilhe'pftrelit8^^ shows the extreme pai^ which tlpi^Sr r " 
mn^^fdelw making-^ such a sacrifice, even .^ben the distress,,,, i 
arisinji^^froiD^ <§x<?e«Bive poveHy ! 'inay '5)e .6nppqBed to h^YO ^(. 
deadened inf great hieesnre their seo^ility.^. What must tliQ^,'.' 
]win>^ then' upoii the* supposition of thei intelierencj^ gf a' . 
magiBlrati, br of. b positive lafw, to make parent^ destroy a^i, 
cfaildvrwhieh tike T feel the desir^' and think .they possef&s the^. 
powBfriof siippt»rting'?-. The pTertnission ^of infanticide Is bad ' 
cnonl^iflnid'oknnol; b^t have ti bad effect 'o^ .the: lAoiral set^- 
tibiHlil^of a nation f but 'I cannot conoeive anything DaK>re . 
deteMabie^vr shocking td the feelings t£to any d^eot regnl^t , 
tion«i' this Mnd^althtmgh 'sanctioned by tiie namei^' of Plato '' 
and AiHstotW/^ 4 

Itisa 8t^gi«iiarfact''that Mr. Godwiu!(/?^/^'; p. 70), m»d» .. 
t stupjAlidllOn respeoiitog^the numbi^r of ^hiMretn that might her .u,. 
allo^lried'40' Bach prolific maxfriagfe.'Jt.ThatVriter, however, did ,. ' 
not teter into ranycletail i« to tibe tmie by which ^. gi:^a|ier;j < 
noQkbPBit'iiiighft "he prevented. . Th^ last oheok whit^h .llit./ < " 
Godwin mentions, Mr. Malthus feels^ .persuaded is the, dliljr ^..j,- 
one lAiidb that' anthoi* would Seriously r^cdmnlend. It is:. 
/' Tba€ BeathBtmtv whether virtue "pisudetideylor pride, wbj^;' > 
'contiiyiBlljiestraihs the universality and fjt^u^nt i'epetttionof^.. ./ 
the nloTlage contract;" *■ £^e aftiys h& entir^y lEkpprQv^d.of thw ' 
ehedk^' and" adds that the tendetcyjto early jnanriago' Is so^. . . 
itio^^ that we want every possible help that we can get -to. ,. . 
ooonteMct'if ^ and therefore ho thiEtks^hat'ja system of equality ,; > 
like'tibhtpiopoBed by Mr. Oodwid, wUOh tends tio' weaken th^ j; 
foun^tlniB* of private property, and to lessen ^ in anydegrM^ 
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the fnll advantage and raperiority whioh eacb indiyidnal may 
derive from his pradenoe, mnst remove the only oounteraoting 
weight to the passion of love that oan be depended upon for 
any essential effeot. 

Mr. Godwin acknowledges that in his system " the ill con- 
sequences of a numerous family will not oome so coarsely 
home to each man's individual interest as they do at present.'' 
Mr. Malthus is sorry to say that from what we know hitherto 
of the human character, we can have no rational hopes of 
success without this coarse application to individual interest. 

In our author's day it was out of the question for him t^ bt 
aware that Mr. Godwin's hint as to the limitation of the 
family would come to be the prominent social doctrine it haa 
since become. In France, among the respectable classes the 
production of a large family is now looked upon as quite a 
mark of a low state of morality and culture ; and so effectual 
has this public opinion become in that most remarkable state 
that the families of the professional classes are not even two 
on an average (1.74). That Mr. Malthus should have con- 
sidered late marriage as the only remedy for poverty is 
easily understood. Experience alone can enable mankind to 
judge of how happiness is to be best attained ; and it was 
doubtless because our incomparable writer on social questions^ 
Mr. J. S. Mill, had so long resided in France that he could 
take the decided stand he did against the large families wbieh 
cause such terrible misery in England and Germany. The 
result of this great prudence among the better classes of 
France is well shown by the very small excess of births over 
deaths. Thus, in 1879, the increase of population from this 
cause was but 92,000, whereas M. Tves Guyot speaks of a 
total of births in 1879 in unfortunate Ireland of 887,056, 
with a total of deaths of 600,848, which gives an excess of 
births over deaths, in a population of about five millions, of 
886,707. No wonder that Ireland is so fond of emigration 
and still so steeped in poverty. 

It has recently been contended by the author of the 
^^ Elements of Social Science " that the only way of raising 
wages and profits in old countries and making life a desirable 
thing^ to all lies in the state making it an offence, to be 
punished by a small fine, to bring into an overcrowded 
country more than a very moderate average number of 
children. Mr. J. R. Mill's teachings tended in the same 
direction, and this view of the duty of the citizen towards his 
neighbour U fast becoming a piece of morality accepted bj 
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the most tbinking and most dutiful portion of society. When 
this duty of limiting our offspring, not only to the income 
we possess, but also to the powers possessed by the com« 
mnnity, of affording an increase of numbers, becomeu a 
political question, then, but not until then, will happiness for 
the masses be possible. 
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CHAPTER IX. 



OV POOB LAW 8. 



IN Chapter V. of Hr. Maltbns's book iii., we have tlieM 
laminons remarks of his on Poor Laws, which have been 
■o often quoted by statesmen and philanthropists : — 

" It is/' says our author, '* a subject often started in con- 
versation, and mentioned always as a matter of gve&t surprise, 
that, notwithstanding the immense sum which is annually 
collected for the poor in this country, there is still so much 
distress among them. But a man who looks a little below the 
surface of things would be much more astonished if the fact 
were otherwise than it is showed to be, or even if a collection 
universally of eighteen shillings in the pound, instead of four, 
were materially to alter it. Suppose that by a subscription of 
the rioh, the eighteen pence or two shillings which men earn 
now were made up to four shillings, it might be imagined, 
perhaps, that they would then be able to live comfortably, 
and have a piece of meat every day for their dinner. But this 
would be a very false conclusion. The transfer of three ad- 
ditional shillings a day to each labourer would not increase 
the quantity of meat In the country. ' There is not at present 
enough for all to have a moderate share. What would then 
be the consequence ? The competition among the buyei-s iu 
the market of meat would rapidly raise the price from 8d. or 
9d. to two or three shillings in the pound, and the commodity 
would not be divided among many more people than at 
present. 

'* When an article is scarce, and cannot be distributed to all, 
he that can show the most valid patent, that is, he that offers 
the most money, becomes the possessor . . . and when 
subsistence is scarce in proportion to the number of the people, 
it is of little consequence whether the lowest members of the 
society possess two shillings or five. They must, at all events, 
be reduced to live upon the hardest fare and in the smallest 
quantity. 

'' A collection from the rich of eighteen shillings in the 
pound, even if distributed in the most judicious manner, 
would have an effect similar to that resulting from the suppo* 
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eition which I have just made ; aod no possible sacniiceis uf 
the richy partioalarly in money, would for any time prevent 
the recuirenoe of distress among the lower members of society, 
whoever they were. Great changes might, indeed, be made. 
The rich might become poor and some of the poor rich ; biit 
while the present proportion between population and food ooiu 
tinueSy a part of society must necessarily find it difficult to 
support a family, and this difficulty will naturally fall on the 
least fortunate members." 

Malthus mentions that in a great scarcity which occurred in 
England in 1801, no less than ten millions sterling wer6 given 
away in charity. In one case cited by our author, a man willi 
a family received fourteen shillings a week from his parish. 
His common earnings were ten shillings a week, and bis 
weekly revenue therefore twenty-four. Before the scanntj 
he had been in the habit of purchasing a bushel of floor a 
week, with eight shillings perhaps, and consequently had two 
shillings out of his ten to spare for othw necessaiiee. During 
the scarcity he was enabled to purchase the same quantity at 
nearly three times the price. He paid twenty-two shilfings 
lor his bushel of flour, and had as before two shillings remain- 
ing for other wants. 

The price of labour, says Malthus, when left to find its nate- 
ind leyel, is a most important political barometer, explainhig 
^the relations between the supply of provisions and ihe demand 
for them : between the quantity to be consumed and the nnm* 
ber of consumers : and, taken on the average, it 'further ex- 
presses dearly the wants of society respecting population — 
that is, whatever may be the number of children to a marriage 
necessary to maintain exactly the present population, the prioe 
of labour will be just sufficient to support this number, er - be 
above it or below it, according to the state of the real fonds 
for the maintenanoe of laboor, whether stationary, progressive^ 
»r retrograde. ** Instead, however, of considering it in tbis 
light, we consider it as something which we may raise or 
depress at pleasure, something which depends principally 
upon his Majesty's justices of the peace. When an advance 
in the price of provisons already expresses that the demand is 
too great for the supply, in order to pot the labourer in the 
same position as before, we raise the price of labour ; tfaatisy 
we increase the demand, and are then mnch surprised thai 
the prioe of provisions continues rising. In this we act rnnek 
in the same maimer as if, when the quicksilver in the 
common glass stood at 'stormy,' we were to niae it bj 
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weobanioal pressure to 'settled fair/ and then be great]/ 
astonished that it continued raining.'* 

** In the natural order of things, a soarcity most tend to 
lower« inhtead of to raise, the prioe of labour. Many men who 
would shrink at the proposal of a maximum would propose 
themselves that the price of labour should be proportioned to 
the price of provisions, and do not seem to be aware that the 
two proposals are very nearly of the same nature, and that 
both tend directly to famine. It matters not whether we 
Miable the labourer to purchase the same quantity of pro- 
visions which he did before by fixing their prioOi or \>j rais- 
ing in proportion the price of labour.'^ 

These arguments of Mr. Malthus were a death-blow to the 
fnghtful system of the rate in aid of wages which at the early 
pavt of the present century was fast turning England into the 
BMst pauper-ridden oouatry in Europe. 

In Chapter YI. of Book iil.| Malthus remarks that, indepen- 
dently of any oonaiderations reepeoting a year of deficient 
erapia, it is evident thai an increase of population without a 
proportional increase of food must lower the value of eaeb 
man's earnings. The food must necessarily be distributed in 
•ttalletf Quantities* and oonsfiqueatly a day's labour will pnr- 
elUHle e smaller quantity of provisions. An increase in the 
priee of ptovieions will arise either from an increase of popa- 
lation faster than the means of subsistenceyOr from a different 
distribtitieti of the money of the sooie^iy^ 

^jfieaking of the Poor Laws of ISOS^heeaye: '^^The Poor 
•Lt?w« of England tend to depress the general condition of the 
,pbor 4n two wi^«» Their firet obvious tendenqy is to increase 
i^pulatien without increasing the food for its support. A poor 
fauHH Htaor matry with little orno project of beii^ableto 
«ii|Rperi a family wiihoot parish essifstence, Th^ may be said, 
tkerefore, to ct^eate the poor which th€y maintain ; and as the 
previstoBS of the coi^ntry muat> ia eonsefuence of the increased 
popals4!ion be -distribttted to eveiy man in smaller proportao^, 
it is e^vident thait the 4abour of those who are not supported Iqt 
pluish siBsistanGe will puitshase a eniallerquanti<ty of provisions 
4flian before^ aad eeMsequently n»any ci them most ne driven 
%o apply ior ateistattee. 

*'iSiraettdly,the quantity of ,proviaions icon«umed in wock- 
•ItonseB, upon a pait of the society thatoanaotbeooBsidered the 
Most valualble port, ditniniehes the shaves that would otherwise 
belong to the mure 4»d«8tototie and move worthy members, «nd 
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this, in the aume mani^er, forqe^ more to become dependent 
If the poor in the workhouses were to live better than they do 
now, this new distribution ot the money of the society woTild 
tend more conspicuously to depress the condition of those 
out of the workhouse, by QGcasioniQg an advance in the price 
of provisions." 

Fortunately for England^ says our author, a spirit of inde- 
pendence still remains among the peasantry. The poor laws 
are strongly calc\ilated to eradicate this spirit. *' They have 
succeeded in part : but had they succeeded as completely a^ 
might have been expected, their pernicious tendency would 
not have been so long concealed." 

The following paragx'apb hfts often been cited by violeQJt 
democrats as a proof of the hard^heartedness of Malthus. At 
present, few of the ultra-liberal party in this country are ill- 
instructed enough to vituperate any one for his opinions in 
this matter. '' Hard as it may appear," he continues, '' in in- 
dividual cases, dependent poverty ought to be held disgracefqj. 
Such a stimulus seems to be absolutely necessary to promote 
the happiness of the general mass of mankind: and every 
general attempt to weaken this stimulus, however benevolent 
ita intention, will always defeat its own purpose. If men b9 
induced to marry from the mere prospect of parish provisioni 
they are not only unjustly tempted to bring unhappiness and 
dependence upon themselves and children, but they 9X^ 
tempted, without knowing it, to i^jure all in the same class 
with themselves." 

It is very probable that the independence of character of the 
English labouring classes was fatally lowered by the systeiu 
Maithns complains of, for to this very day, in many counties* 
the following experience of our author holds good. '^ Tbe 
labouring poor, to use a vulgar expression, seem always to livfl 
from hand to mouth. Their present wants employ their whols 
attention ; and they seldom think of the future. Even when 
they have an opportunity of saving they seldom exercise it ; 
but all that they earn beyond their present necessities goes, 
generally speaking, to the alehouse. The poor laws may> 
therefore, be said to diminish both the power and the will to 
save among the common people, and thus to weaken one of 
the strongest incentives to sobriety and industry, and CQMI^ 
quently to happiness." 

No wonder tliat Thomas Ohalmers, the great Scottistt 
eeonomist, straggled so hard against the introduction of thf 
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English poor laws into Scotland. That poor law in Scotland 
ia at present worse administered than it eyen is in England, 
and has done much to create a paaper class. There is, indeed, 
but little prospect of another poet like Bums arising in 
modern Scotland*. << The Cotters' Saturday Night " was 
composed when the parish gaye discriminating relief only to 
the worthy and necessitous. 

'< These evils/' says Malthus, ** attendant on the poor laws 
■eem to be irremediable. If assistance is to be distributed to 
a certain class of people, a power must be lodged somewhere 
of discriminating the proper objects, and of managing the 
concerns of the institutions that are necessary ; but any great 
interference with the affairs of other |>eople is a species of 
tyranny, and in the common course of things, the exercise of 
this power may be expected to become grating to those who 
are driven to ask for support. The tyranny of justiceet, church- 
wardens, and overseers, is a common complaint among the poor ; 
but the fault does not lie so much in these persons, who pro- 
bably before they were in power were not more cruel than other 
people, but in the nature of all such institutions. I feel per- 
suaded that if the poor laws had never existed in this country, 
though there might have been a few more instances of very 
severe distress, the aggregate mass of happiness among the 
common people would have been much greater than it is at 
present." 

The famous 43rd of Elizabeth, which has been so often 
referred to and admired, enacts that the overseers of the poor 
** shall take order from time to time, by and with the consent 
of two or more justices, for setting to work the children of all 
such whose parents shall not by uie said persons be thought 
able to keep and maintain their children ; and also 8uch 
persons married or unmarried, as having no means to maintain 
them, use no ordinary and daily trade of life to get their 
living by. And also to raise, weekly or otherwise, by taxation 
of every inhabitant, and every occupier of lands in the said 
parish (in such competent sums as they shall think fit^ a 
convenient stock of flax, hemp, wax, thread, iron, and other 
necessary ware and stufiP, to set the poor to work." 

" What is this,*' exclaims Mai thus, *< but saying that the 
fbnds for the maintenance of labour in this country may be 
increased at will, and without limit, by a Jia/ of Government, 
er an assessment of the overseers. Strictly speaking, this 
elaose is as arrogant and as absurd as if it had enacted that 



or THOMAS B. BIALTMU8 71 

two ears of wheat should grow where one only 'had' grown 
before. Canute, when he commanded the waves not to wet 
his princely foot, did not, in realit:^^, assume a greater power 
over the laws of nature. No directions are given to the over- 
seers how to increase the funds for the maintenance of labour ; 
Ihe necessity of industry, economy, and enlightened exertion, 
in the management of agricultural and commercial capital, is 
not insisted on for this purpose ; but it is expected that a 
miraculous increase of these funds should immediately follow 
an edict of the Government, used at the discretion of some 
ignorant parish officers." 

Mr. Malthus adds to these denunciations of the Poor Law 
Act of Elizabeth, as carried out in 1805, the following: 
"If this clause were really and bond fide put into exe- 
cution, and the shame attending the receiving of parish 
relief worn off, every labouring man might marry as early as 
he pleased, under the certain prospect of having all his child- 
ren properly provided for ; and, as according to the supposition, 
there would be no check on population from the consequences 
of poverty after marriage, the increase of population would 
be rapid beyond example in old States. After what has been 
said in the former part of this work, it is submitted to th^ 
reader whether the utmost exertions of the enlightened go^ 
vemment could, in this case, make the food keep pace with 
the population, much less a more arbitrary effort, the tendency 
of which is certainly rather to diminish than to increase the 
Ihnds for the maintenance of productive labour." 

In the year 1880 it was found by the census of our most 
flourishing colony of New Zealand that the population of those 
fertile islands had actually been able to double in eleven 
years. But, as Mr. Mai thus observes: " After a country hap 
once ceased to be in the peculiar situation of a new colony, we 
shall always find that in the actual state of its cultivation, or 
In that stite which may rationally be expected from the most 
enlightened government, the increase of its food can never 
allow for any length of time an unrestricted increase of po- 
pulation, and, therefore, the due execution of the clause in 
the 43rd of Elizabeth, as a permanent law, is a physical 
impossibility." 

One only circumstance, Mr. Malthus seems to think, in the 
administration of the English Poor Laws at the oommenoe- 
ment of this oentury prevented them from plunging the coun- 
try into ruin. This was the condition that they contained 
that each parish should maintain its own poor. ** As each 
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pariah,^ he «m» '' is obliged to maintain its own pooi^ it ie 
natondly feairnil of inoreaaing their nnmbarsy and evexy hmd- 
holder i8» in conaeqnenoe, more inolined to poll down tban to 
bnild oottagea* This defioienoj of cottages operates neoea- 
aarilj as a strong dheok to marriage^ and this oheck is probably 
the prindpal reason why we have been able to continue the 
qrstem of the poor laws so long." 

lir. Malthur writings made such a powerful impression on 
the minds of his oontemporaries, that in 1834 an eoixre revo^ 
lution took plaoe in the Poor Laws of England and Wales. 
Mr. Gladstone, in an admirable speech on Free Trade, deli- 
vered in Leeds in the summer of 1881, refers to the passing ol 
this Aot as the most beneficent change that had preceded the 
long and earnest struggle which immediately followed upon 
the principles of Free Trade, and which culminated in 1846 
in the abolition of the duties on food supplies. Mr. John 
Stuart Mill is enthusiastic in his admiration of the Aot of 18S4. 
Li his magnificent and well known chapter on Popular Berne- 
dies for Low Wages (Book ij. chap. 12, § 2.)| he thus speaks 
of the English Law of 1834 :— 

'' To give profusely to the people, whether under the name 
of charity or of employment, without placing them under such 
influences that prudential motives shall act powerfully upon 
{hem, is to lavish the means of benefiting mankind without 
attaining the object. Leave the people in a situation in which 
their condition manifestly depends upon their number, and the 
greatest permanent benefit may be derived from any sacrifioe 
made to improve the physical well-being of the present gene- 
xation, and raise, by that means, the habits of their children. 
But remove the regulation of their wages from their own con- 
trol ; {guarantee to them a certain payment, either by law or 
by the feeling of the community ; and no amount of comfort 
that you can give them will make either them or their de- 
ioendents look to to their own self-restraint as the proper 
means for preserving them in that state. You will only make 
them indignantly chum the continuance of your guarantee to 
themselves, and their full complement of possible posterity.*' 

** On these grounds some writers have altogether condemned 
Che English Poor Law, and any system of relief to the able- 
bodied, at least when uncombined with systematic legal pre- 
cautions against over-population. The famous Aot of the 4drd 
of Elizabeth undertook, on the part of the public, to provide 
work and wages for all the able-bodied; and there is litde 
doubt that if uie intent of that Act had been fully carried oot^ 
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tmd no meaoB had boon adopted by the adminiatraiors of relief 
to neutralize its natural tendencies, the poor-rate would by 
this time have absorbed tho whole net produce of the land and 
labour of the country/' 

*' It is not at all surprising, therefore, that Mr. Malthus and 
others should at first have ooncluded against all Poor Lawa 
whatever. It required muoh experienoe, and careful examina^ 
tion of different modes of Poor Law management, to giv« 
assurance that the admission of an absolute right to be sup* 
ported at the cost of other people could exist in law and m 
&ct, without fatally relaxing the springs of industry and the 
restraints of prudence. This, however, was fully substantiated 
by the investigations of tixe original Poor Law Oommissionera. 
Hostile as they are unjustly accused of being to the principle 
of legal relief, they are the first who fully proved the com- 
patibility of any Poor Law in which a right to relief was 
recognised with the permanent interests of the labouring olaaB 
and of posterity." 

''By a collection of facts, experimentally ascertained in 
parishes scattered throughout England, it was shown that the 
guarantee of support could be freed from its injurious effects 
upon the minds and habits of the people, if the relief, though 
ample in respect to necessaries, was accompanied with con- 
ditions which they disliked, consisting of some restraints an 
their freedom, and the privation of some indulgences." 

'' Under this proviso it may be regarded as irrevocably ea* 
tabliahed that the &te of no member of the community need 
be abandoned to chance ; that society can and therefore ought 
to ensure every individual belonging to it against the extreme 
of want ; that the condition, even of those who are unable to 
find their own support, need not be one of physical suffering, 
or the dread of it, but only of restricted indulgences and en- 
foroed rigidity of discipline. This is surely something gained 
for humanity, important in itself, and still more so as a step to 
something beyond ; and humanity has no worse enemies than 
those who lend themselves, either knowingly or unintention- 
ally, to bring odium on this law, or on the principles in which 
it originated." 

** In the actual circumstances of every country (says MaU 
ihoMp p. 180, Book iii.) the prolific power of nature seenui 
always ready to exert nearly its full force; but within^ 
the limit of possibility, there is nothing, perhaps, more iai* 
probable, or more out of the readh of any government to 
offeoty tfaan the direction of the induatzy of its aiibjeota in 
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such a manner as to produce the g^'eateet quantity of sustenanoil 
that the earth coold bear. It evidently oould not be done 
without the most complete violation of the law of property^ 
from whioh everything that is valuable to man has hitherto 
arisen. Such is the disposition to marry, particularly in very 
young people, that if the difficulties of providincr for a family 
were entirely removed, very few would remain single at 
twenty-two. But what statesman or rational government 
oould propose that all animal food should be prohibited, that 
no horses should be used for business or pleasure, that all 
people should live upon potatoes, and that the whole industry 
(if the nation should be exerted in the production of them, 
except what was necessary for the mere necessaries of clothing 
and houses. Could such a revolution be effected, would it be 
desirable ; particularly as, in a few years, notwithstanding all 
their exertions, want, with less resource than ever, would 
inevitably recur." 

** The attempts," says our author, " to employ the poor on 
any great sale in manufactures have almost invariably &iled, 
and the stock and materials have been wasted. In those few 
parishes which, by better management of larger funds, have 
been enabled to persevere in this sjstem, the effect of these 
new manufactures in the market must have been to throw out 
of employment many independent workmen, who were before 
engaged in fabrications of a similar nature. This effect has 
been placed in a strong point of view by Daniel De Foe, in on 
address to Pailiament, entitled Giving Alms no Charity. Speak- 
ing of the employment of parish children in manufactories, he 
says, ' For every skein of worsted these poor children spin 
there must be a skein the less spun by some poor family that 
spun it before.' Sir F. M. Eden, on the same subject, ob- 
serves, that whether mops and brooms are made by parish 
children or by private workmen, no more can be sold than 
the public is in want of.*' 

'' It will be said, perhaps, that the same reasoning might 
be applied to any new capital brought into competition in a 
particular trade or manufacture, which can rarely be done 
without injuring, in some degree, those that were engaged in 
it before. But there is a material difference in the two oases. 
In this, the competition is perfectly fair, and what every man 
on entering his business must lay his account to. He may 
rest secure that he will not be supplanted, unless his competi- 
tor possess superior skill and industry. In the other case, iSb» 
competition is supported by a great bounty, by whioh nuMUUi 
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Botwithstanding very inferior skill and industry on the part 
of his competitors, the independent workman may be under. 
■^d, and unjustly ezolnded from the market. He himself is 
made to oontribute to this competition against bis own earn- 
ings, and the funds for the maintenance of labour are thus 
tamed firom the support of a trade whioh yields a proper profit 
to one which cannot maintain itself without a bounty. It 
■hould be observed in general that when a fund for the main- 
tenance of labour is raised by assessment, the greatest part of 
it is not a new capital brought into trade, but an old one, 
wliioh before was much more profitably employed, turned into 
a new channel. The farmer pays to the poor's rates for the 
encouragement of a bad and unprofitable manufacture what 
he would have employed on his land with infinitely more ad- 
"vantage to his country. In the one case, the funds for the 
maintenance of labour are daily diminished; in the other, 
daily increased. And this obvious tendency of assessments 
for the employment of the poor to decrease the real funds for 
the maintenance of labour in any country, aggravates the ab- 
surdity of supposing that it is in the power of a government 
to find employment for all its subjects, however fioLSt they may 
increase." 

It is strange how the present generation begins to forget the 
imths that were clearly seen by the one immediately preceding. 
We have had a proof of this in the late agitation for Protection 
versus Free Trade. And on November 5th, 1881, there was 
another example so given in the case of a deputation of ratepayers 
of NewingtoD, who waited on Mr. Dodson, the President of the 
Loeal (Government Board, to ask him to administer out-door re- 
lief instead of building a new workhouse at Champion Hill, at a 
cost of £200,000. The deputation, which actually contained a 
pii>fe8sor of political economy, Mr. Thorold Rogers, urged that 
ihe system of the workhouse test entailed a cost of 7b. a week to 
the. parish, whereas, if persons were relieved at home, 8s. or 48. 
would be all that would be required. Well might a French eco- 
nomist write an essay upon " things that are seen, and things 
that are not seen *' I 

Mr. Dodson, in his able reply to this deputation, tried to teach 
again the lesson taught by the Poor Law Commissioners in 1884, 
that the whole object and system of the Poor Law which was then 
established In this country was, that it should be strictly admin- 
isteredy with a view simply of testing and checking absolute des- 
titution, and no means, no effectual means, had been devised, of 
BO testing destitation, except by ofiaring the house : and just in 
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froportion «s tho poor-law w«s striGtty adioimsiex^f sa ia pvor 
portion the entrance to the hooae waa insisted npon aa the eeia- 
iition of relief. In the case of ont-dooi? raUieC it was imposnUa 
absolntelj to test the case. Ont-door relief coold not be doael; 
watched. They ooold not tall, when a man reqeiTed relief^ thai 
he was not receiving aid from other sonrees, that he waa noi earn- 
ing something f(x himself, and might possihlyt if he were left to 
his own resoorces, earn more. This was a aystem, he said^ whiahi 
in that way acted as a check npon exertion and npon pr<m- 
dence ; and he need not si^ that anything which acted aa a check 
on these conld not result bat in the increase of panperism, tk^ 
demoralisation of the working classes, and in increased chwQgea 
npon the ratepayers. Of ooursoi he knew that it was very tempt- 
ing, when a case came before them, to relieve a man by ont-door 
seUef. They might give him Is. 6d. and a loaf, or 2s. ; and if 
they bronght him into the house it would of course cost 48. or 5s«^ 
and thus Uie ratepayers would not, for the moment, have so much 
to pay. But the system of the workhouse was not so expensive 
as tha^ for we knew that not more than one man in ten would ge 
into the houses Where ten would accept out-door relief, Hbsj 
oould not get more than one or two who would accept in-door re- 
lief. And, besides, they must further remember this, that if thej 
increased the rates by this system, they were making the prudent 
and industrious man, who maintained himself and his family bj 
bis own labour, support the idlers and vagrants who did nc4 
make similar exertions. He knew how tempting it was to wish 
tp save the money of the ratepayers, and at the same time to 
gcatify the feelings of humanity to the poor by giving out-door 
relief, since it often appeared hard and cruel to compel people to. 
^ter the workhouse, and, as it was said, to '' break up their 
homes.*' But be, Mr. Dodaon, reminded his hearers that, aa 
guardians, they had the administration of the ratepayers' money, 
and not the administration of a benevolent fund. They were nol^ 
administering a Charity, but were the stewards for the ratepayersi 
and were bound to administer the Poor Law in the manner which, 
not superficially and for the moment, was the most really eco- 
nomical. The workhouse test was known by experience to oe, in 
the long run, the only truly economical and feasible way of ad- 
ministering relief to the destitute. For what, he asked, was the 
whole history of the modem Eoglisb Poor Law ? What was the 
condition of England before 1880, when that law was looeely 
administered ? It was a system ruinous to the indigent classes, 
and destructive to the ratepayers* The Poor Law Commissioners 
kad shown that the only way in which the people conld be 
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gaaranteed against starvation was by enforcing the workhouse 
test, and thus avoiding the creation of a pauper class too nnmerous 
to be alleviated. 

H in gratifying to find that Mr. Dodson is so well instrdcted 
in ttie affairs of the office in which he holds sway. Doubtless, 
te is ftlso aware of the grafid difficulty which opposes all State 
assistanee of the poor at their own houses^ and which consists in 
the utter recklessness still so prevalent among the uneducated 
elMses as to tiie size of their families. To give oat<^oor relief in 
the pi^sent state of publio opinion would merely be to offer a 
preniatn upoo large families, and this could, of eourse^ only re- 
salt in early deaths degradation of the family, and a relapse into 
bttrbansm. Even in Australia it has been found possible to raise 
op a pauper class by such unwise oat-door doles, which are no 
«faaiiity at all, but flierelj a means to degrade and anaiavo the 
poonst oksses. 
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CHAPTER X. 

WKALTR AS IT AFFECTS THE POOB. 

rllie seventh chapter of book III. Mr. Maltbns critieisee 
essay of Adam Smith, on "Increasing Wealth as it Affecsts 
-I he Condition of the Poor." The professed object of Adam 
Smith's enquiry is the nature and oanses of the wealth of 
nations. ** There is another, however, perhaps still more m- 
teresting (says onr author) whicb he occasioDally mixes with 
it, the causes which affect the happiness and comfort of -the 
lower orders of society, which in every nation forms the most 
numerous class. . I am sufficiently aware of the near connec- 
tion of these two subjects, and that, generally speaking, the 
HViirses which- contribute to increase the wealth of a state .ttiud 
4ilso to increase the happiness of. the lower classes of the 
])eople. But perhaps Dr. Smith has considered these two in- 
<[uiries as still more nearly connected than they really are : 
at least he has not stopped to take notice of tho;se instances, 
when the wealth of a society may inci*eaRe, according to his 
definition of wealth, without having a proportional tendency 
to increase the comforts of the labounng part uf it." 

Malthus observes that the comforts of the labouring poor 
must necessarily depend upon the funds destined for the 
maintenance of labour, and will generally be in proportion to 
the rapidity of their increase. The demand for labour, which 
such increase occasions, will of course raise the value of 
labour ; and till the additional number of hands required are 
reared, the increased funds will be distributed to the same 
number of persons as before, and therefore every labourer will 
live more at his ease. But Adam Smith was wrong when he 
represented every increase of the revenue or slock of a society, 
as a proportional increase of these funds. Such surplus stodk 
or revenue will indeed always be considered by the indivi- 
dual possessing it, as an additional fund from which he may 
maintain more labour ; but with regard to the whole country, 
it will not be an effectual fund for the maintenance of an 
additional number of labourers, unless part of it be conver- 
tible into an additional quantity uf provisions ; and it wiU not 
be tto convertible when the increase has arisen merely from the 
produce of labour, and not from the produce of land. A dis- 
tinction may in this case occur between the number of hands 
which the stock of a society oould employ and the number 
which its territory can maintain. 



*'Sn]4iiwiug a uarion for a oourse of yearK to add what it 
saved from its yearly revenue to its luannfaoturing oa^atal 
solely, and not to its capital employed on land, it ia evident 
that it might grow richer without a power of supporting a 
greater number of labourers, and therefore without any in- 
crease in the real funds for the maintenance of labour. There 
would, notwithstanding, be a demand for labour, from the 
extent of manufacturing capital. This demand would of 
ooui-se raise the price of labour; but if the yearly stock of 
provisions in the country were not increasing this rise would 
soon turn out merely nominal, as the price of provisions must 
necessarily rise with it " 

The ipiestion is how far wealth increasing in this lyay has 
a tendency to better the condition of the labouring poor. *^it 
is a self-evident proposition, that any general advance, in the 
price of labour, the stock of provisions remaining the same, 
can only be a nominal advance, as it must f?hortly he followed 
bv a propoiiional rise in provisions. The.increase in the price 
of labour which we have supposed, would have no permanent 
effect tlierefore in giving to the labouriDg poof a greater 
command over the necessaries of life. In this respect tb^y 
would be nearly in the same state as before. In souje other 
re8[>ects they would be in a worse state. A greater pprtion of 
them would be employed in manufactures, and ajsi^allor 
portion iu agriculture. (The present condition , of 'ijngland 
in 1882.) And this exchange of profession will be allpwed, 
1 think, by all to be very unfavourable, to health, an f^ss^n- 
tial ingredient to happiness, and to be further di sad vahia^eo us 
<»u account of the greater uncertainty of manufacturing labour, 
arising from the caprioibus tastes, of man, the aopidents of 
war, and other causes which occahionally produce verj^ severe 
.distress among the lower daises of society.'* 

Mr. ]\Ia]thu8 then feelingly alludes to. tiie miserable oon- 
•dition of the poor young operatives in Manchester in his 
day, and to the destruction of the comfbtts of the famSy so 
often caused by the women becoming so frequently mere 
haruis in mills and quite unao()uainted with any honsebbld 
work. *'The females are wholly uninstmoted in seWin^^ 
knitting, and other domestic affairs, re(|uisite to make them 
notable and f rus^l wives and mothers. This is a ve^y greai 
misfortune ti :iiom and to the public, as is sadly provpd ^^y a 
comparison ol the families of UlK>nrerM in busbandry^V|ad 
those in manufactures in . general. In the former we o^^^ 



^ "» 



80 THB LIFE AND WRITINGS 

with neatness, cleanliness, and comfort: in the latter with 
filthy rags, and poverty, althongh their wa^^es may he nearly 
donhle those of the hnshandman. In addition to these evils 
we all know how snhjeot particular manufactures are to fail, 
horn the caprice of taste, or the accident of war. The 
weavers of Spitalfield were plunged into the most severe dis- 
tress hy the fashion of muslins instead of silks ; and numbers 
of the workmen of Sheiiield and Birmingham were for a 
time thrown out of employment, from the adoption of shoo 
strings and covered buttons, instead of huckles and metal 
buttons. Under such circumstances, unless the increase of the 
riches of a country from manufactures ^ives the lower clasBes 
of the society, on an average, a decidedly' greater command 
over the necessaries and conveniences of life, it will not 
appear that their condition is improved." 

Mr. Malthns continues : " It will be said, perhaps, that the 
advance in the price of provisions will immediately tnm 
some additional capital into the channel of agriculture, and 
thns occasion a much greater produce. But from experience 
it appears that this is an effect which sometimes follows 
very slowly, particularly if heavy taxes that affect agricol- 
tnral industry, and an advance in the price of labour, had 
preceded the advance in the price of provisions. It may alsct 
oe said, that the additional capital of the nation wonld 
enable it to import provisions sufficient for the maintenance of 
those whom its stock conld employ. A small country with a 
large navy, and great accommodation for inland can*iage, may 
indeed import and distribute an effectaal quantity of pro- 
visions ; but in large landed nations, if they may be so-called, 
an imnortation adequate at all times to the demand is scarcely 
possible." 

In 1881 the inhabitants of the British Islands had to im- 
port ibod consisting of live and dead meat, butter, eggs, flour, 
and wheat, &c., at an expense of no less than one hnndred 
and lihirty-twn millions sterling, inclusive of sugar, one of t^e 
requisites of nutrition, or at the cost of one hundred and 
eight millions sterling without sugar. And yet the price of 
butter wtis about Is. 6d. the pound and meat about 9d. a 
pound in London, whilst milk sold for 5d. the quart. Thns 
we see how true the words of the great writer on population 
wete, even writing before the days of steam and electric 
telogtaphs, improvements in the way of obtaining food sup- 
plies that migtt easily hove made food as cheap here as in 
New Zealand, had it not been for the excessive birth-rate 
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that hasbe^ti going o& for the whole of this centarj in the 
(Jnited Kingdom. 

Mr. Malthnb points out that a nation which from its ex- 
tent and popnlation must necessarily support the greater part 
of its population on the produce of its own soil, hut whioh 
yet, in average years, draws a small portion of its com 
from ahroad, is in a more precarious position with regard to 
the oonstanoy of its supplies, than such states as draw almost 
the ^vhole of their provisions from other countries. A nation 
possessed of a large territory is unavoidably subject to this un- 
certainty of its means of subsistence, when the commercial 
part of its population is either equal to, or has increased beyond 
the sarplns produce of its cultivatora. *' No reserve being in 
these cases left in exportation, the full effect of every deficiency 
from unfavorable seasons must necessarily be felt; and, although 
the riches of such a country may enable it for a certain period 
to continue raising the nominal rate of wages, so as to give the 
lower classes of the society a power of purchasing imported 
corn at a high pripe ; yet, a a sudden demand can very seldom 
be fully answered, the competition in the market will in- 
variably raise the price of provisions in full proportion to the 
advance in the price of labor ; the lower classes will be but 
little relieved, and the dearth will operate severely throughout 
all the ranks of society. 

According to the natural order of things, years of scarcity 
must occat»ionally recur in all landed nations. They ought 
always therefore to enter into our consideration; and the 
prosperity of any country may justly be considered as pre- 
carious, in which the funds for the maintenance of labour are 
liable to great and sudden fluctuations from every unfavourable 
variation in the seasons. 

'< But putting for the present, years of scarcity out of the 
question. When the commercial population of any country 
iooreases so much beyond the surplus produce of the cultivators, 
that the demand for imported corn is not easily supplied, and 
the price rises in proportion to the rate of wages, no further 
increase of riches will have any tendency to give the laborer a 
greater command over the necessaries of life. In the progress 
of wealth this will naturally take place, either from the large- 
ness of the supply wanted, the increased distance from which 
it is brought, and consequently, the increased expense of im- 
portation ; the greater consumption of it in the countries in 
whioh it is usually purchasedi or, what must unavoidably 



I$2 THE LIVK AMU WBTTrMOa 

happen, the neoessity of a greater dietance of island oarriage 
in t}ie.>e countries. Snoh a nation, bj increasing industry in 
the iiii|»r> v«3iiieut of machinery, may still go on increasing the 
yearly <|UantLty of its manafactuied prodnoe; bnt its funds for 
the niaiii!etiance of labor, and oonseqiienlly its population, will 
be perfectly Ktationary. This point is the natural limit to the 
popiilaiioii of all commercial states In oountriea at a great 
dibtaiH e f oin this limit, an effect approaching to what has been 
here <le.ci ibed will tako place, whenever the march of com- 
luerbe and manufactures is more rapid than that of agricnlture." 

Maltliiis takes China as an example, that* every increase in 
the stuck or revenue of a nation cannot be considered as an 
increa8«* of the real funds for the maint«fnance of labor, and 
therefore cannot have the same good effect npon the condition 
of the p 'or. China, as Adam Smith remarked, has probably 
long lieen as rich as the natnre of her laws and institutions wiU 
admit ; although, with other laws and institutions, and on the 
supposition of unshackled foreign oommei'ce, she might still be 
richer, yet, the question is, would such an .increase of wealth 
be an increase of the real funds for the maintenance of labor, 
and consequently tend to place the lower classes in China in a 
state of greater plenty ? ^ 

Malthus contends that if trade and foreign commerce were 
held in great honour in China, it is evident that, from the great 
number of laborers, and the cheapness of labor, she might work 
up manufactures for foreign sale to an immense amount. It is 
equally evident, that from the great bulk of provisions, and 
the amazing extent of her inland territory, she could not in 
return import such a quantity as would be any sensible addition 
to the annual stock of subsistence in the country. ''Her 
immense amount of manufactures therefore, she would exchange 
chiefly for luxuries collected from all parts of the world. At 
present it appears that no labor whatever is spared in the 
production of food. The country is rather over-peopled in 
proportion to what its stock can employ, and labor is therefore 
so abundant that no pains are taken to abridge it. The con- 
sequence of this is probably the greatest production of food that 
the soil can possibly afford ; for it will be generally observed, 
that processes for abridging agricultural labor, though they maj 
enable a fanner to bring a certain quantity of grain cheaper to 
fnarkdt, tend rather to diminish, than increase the whole 
produce. An immense capital could not be employed in China 
in pre^)aring manufactures for foreign trade, without taking off 
so many laborers from agrioulture, as to alter this state of 
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things, and in some degree, to diminish the produce of the 
country. The de : and for manufacturing laborers would 
naturally raipe the price of labor ; bnt> as the quantity of eub- 
sistence would not be increased, the price of provisions would 
keep pace with it, or even more than keep pace with it, if the 
quantity of provisions were really decreasing. The country 
wonldy however, be evidently advancing in wealth. Tbe ex- 
changeable value of the annual produce of its land and labor 
would be annually augmented; yet the real funds for the 
maintenance of labor would be stationary, or even declining; 
and consequently, the increasing wealth of the nation would 
tend rather to depress than to raise the condition of the poor. 
With regard to the command over the necessaries of life, they 
would be in the same, or rather worse state than before, and a 
great part of them would have exchanged the healthy labor of 
agriculture, for the tmhealthy occupations of manufacturing 
industry." 

The observations of the greatest living Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Mr. W. £. Gladstone, of late years, have frequently 
pointed out to us how very unfair a proportion of the increasing 
wealth of this country has been absorbed by the possessors of cap- 
ital, as compared with that by the recipients of wages. It may 
indeed be said, in the words of Mr. J. S. Mill, that owing to 
the way in which population has increased in this century in 
this country, pari passu with the increase of the wealth of the 
nation, it is doubtful whether all the improvements in 
manufactures and in instruments for abbreviating manual toil 
have taken one hour's work from the shoulders of the working 
classes. 

"The condition of the poor in China,'' says Malthus, **i8 
indeed very miserable at present, but this is not owing to their 
want of foreign commerce, but to their extreme tendency to 
marriage and increase ; and if this tendency were to continue 
the same, the only way in which the introduction of a greater 
number of manufacturers could possibly make the lower classes 
of people richer, would be by increasing the mortality among 
them, which is ceiiainly not a very desirable mode of growing 
rich." This argument of our author might convince both the 
&ir traders and the free traders of this day, that neither free 
trade, nor protection, are panaceas against starvation among the 
poorest classes, and make them learn the lesson that a small 
family system alone can solve the fun^mental question of 
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man's destiny — ^hbw to make the proportion of mouths to food 
most favorable. 

The argument perhaps appears clearer when applied to 
China, because it is generally allowed that its wealth has been 
long stationary, and its soil oultivated nearly to the utmost. 
With regard to any other country it might always be a matter 
of dispute, at which of the two periods compared wealth was 
increasing the fastest, for Adam Smith, and others ef his 
followers think that the condition of the poor depends on the 
rapidity of the increase of wealth at any particular epocli. 
Mai thus to this replies that : ''It is evident that two nations 
might increuse exactly with the same rapidity in the exchange- 
able value of the annual products of their land and labor; yet, 
if one had applied itself chiefly to agricultnrAy and the other 
chiefly to commerce, the funds for the maintenance of labor, 
and consequently the effect of the increase of wealth in each 
nation, would be extremely different. In that which had 
applied itself chiefly to agriculture, the poor would live in 
greater plenty, and population would rapidly increase. In 
that which had applied itself chiefly to commerce the poor 
would be comparatively but little benefited, and consequently, 
population would either be stationary, or increase very slowly.'* 

'*The condition," says Malthus, ''of the laboring poor, suppos- 
ing their habits to remain the same, cannot be very essentially 
improved, but by giving them a gpreater command over the 
means of subsistence. But any advantage of this kind must 
frem its nature be temporary, and is therefore really of less 
value to them than any permanent change in their habits. But 
manufactures, by inspiring a taste for comfoi-ts, tend to pro- 
mote a favorable change in these habits, and in this way 
perhaps counterbalance aU their disadvantages. The labor- 
ing classes of society, in nations merely agricultural, are 
generally on the whole poorer than in manufacturing nations, 
though less subject to those occasional variations which among 
manufacturer often pi*oduoe the most sevei^e distress. 

There are two chapters in Malthus's second volume devoted 
to the consideration of the Agricultural and Ck>aimercial 
Systems about which so much was written by his contem- 
poraries. Mr. Malthus says in Chapter YIII. that there are 
none of the definitions of the wealth of a btate that are not 
liable to some objections. If the gross produce ^^f the land be 
ti^en as indicating wealth, it is clear that this may inore&se 
very rapidly whilst the nation is very poor, and, wealth again 
may inorease without tending to increase the funds for the 
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maintenanoe of labor and population. " Whichever of these 
definitions isadopted, the position of the economists will remain 
true, that the snrphis produce of the oaltivators is the ^eat 
fund which ultimately pays all not employed in the land. 
Throughout the whole world the number of manufacturers, 
of proprietors, and of persons engaged in the various civil and 
military professions must be exactly proportional to the surplus 
produce, and c^innot in the nature of things increase beyond 
it. If the earth had been so niggardly of her produce as to 
oblige all her inhabitants to labor for it, no manufacturer or 
idle persons could ever have existed. But her first intercourse 
with man was a voluntary present, not very large indeed, but 
sufficient as a fnnd for his subsistence, till by the proper 
exercise of his faculties he could produce a greater. In pro- 
portion as the labor and ingenuity of man increased, again, the 
land has increased this surplus produce ; leisure has been given 
to a greater number of persons to employ themselves in all the 
inventions which embellish civilised life ; and, although in its 
turn, the desire to profit by these inventions has greatly con- 
tributed to stimulate the cultivators to increase their surplus 
produce ; yet the order of precedence is clearly the surplus 
produce, because the funds for the subsistence of the rnanu^ 
facturer must be advanced to him before he can complete his 
work." 

** In the history of the world," says Malthus, "the nations 
whose wealth has been derived principally from manufactures 
and commerce, have been perfectly ephemeral beings, compared 
with those whose wealth has been agriculture. It is in the 
nature of things that a state which subsists upon a revenue 
fnrnisbed by otber countries, must be infinitely more exposed 
to all the accidents of time and chance, than one which pro- 
duces its own. No error is more frequent than that of mistaking 
effects for causes. We are so blinded by the shrewdness of 
commerce and manufactures, as to believe that they are almost 
the sole cause of the wealth, power, and prospeiity of England ; 
but perhaps they may be more justly considered as the con- 
sequence, than the cause of the wealth. According to the de- 
finition of the economists, which considers only the produce of 
land, Englant' is the richest country in Europe, in propoition 
to her size. Her system of agriculture is beyond comparison 
better, and consequently, her surplus produce is more con- 
tiderable. France is very gi-eatly superior to England in 
extent of territory and population; but when the surplus 
produce, or disposable revenue of the two nations are oom- 
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parody the snperiority of France almost Tanishes. According 
to the return^ lately made of the population of England and 
Wales, it appears that the number of persons employed in 
agrionltare is considerably less than a fifth part of the whole." 

This was written by Malthus in 1806, and it is oarious to 
contrast the state of matters which now exists in the 
United Kingdom. In 1881 she consumed 1,740,000 tons 
ti meat, and only produced 1,090,000 of these herself. She 
also consumed 607 millions of bushels of grain, and pro- 
duced only 322 millions of these, so that, although her ugri- 
cultural skill has greatly increased since the days of Malthus, 
she inipoi-ts nearly half of her grain and one-third of her meat 
supplies. 

Malthus was of opinion that the National Debt of England 
was chiefly injurious because it absorbed the redundancy of 
commercial capital and kept up the rate of interest, thus pre- 
venting capital from overflowing upon the soil. He thought 
that thus a large mortgage had been established on the lauds 
of England, the interest of which was drawn from the pay- 
ment of productive labor, and dedicated to the support of idle 
consumers. ** It must be allowed, therefore, upon the whole, 
that our commerce has not done so much for our agriculture, 
as our agriculture has done for our commerce ; and that the 
improved system of cultivation which has taken place, in spite 
of considerable discouragements, creates yearly a surplu s produce 
which enables the country, with but little assistance, to sup- 
port so vast a body of people engaged in pursuits unconnected 
with the land." 

About the middle of the eighteenth century, England, says 
our author, was geuuinely, and in the strict sense of the econ- 
omists, an agricultural nation. With Loudon containing a 
YX)pulation of more than four millions, and our other immense 
cities, this description of England is now quit« out of place. 

About the middle of the last century, says Malthus, we 
\vere genuinely, and in the strict sense of the economists, 
an agricultural nation. ** We have now, however, slipped out 
of the agricultural S3*8tem into a state in which the commer- 
cial S3'stem clearly predominates, ; and there is but too much 
reason to fear that even our consumers and manufacturers will 
ultimately feel the disadvantage of the change. When a 
country in average years grows more wheat than it consumes, 
and is in the habit of exporting a part of it, those great .varia- 
tions of price which from the competition of oommercial 
wealth, often produce lasting effects, cannot occur to the samo 
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•stent. The wages of Ubonr ean never rise very mnoh above 
the coinin<m ^cioe in other oorameroial countries; and under 
«aeh oiroumstances England would have nothing to fear from 
the fullest and most open competition.'' 

Onr author thiuks (chap. ix. book iii.) that if we were to 
lower the price of labour by enconragiug the import of foreign 
oom, we should probably aggravate our evils. The decline in 
our agriculture would be certain. The British grower could 
noty in his own markets, stand the competition of foreign 
growers, in average years. Arable lands of a moderate quality 
would hardly pay the expenses of cultivation. Rich soils alone 
would yield a rent. Round our towns the appearance would 
be the same as usual ; but in the interior of the country much 
of the land would be neglected, and almost universally, where 
it was practicable, pasture would take the place of tillage. 
This state of things would continue till the equilibrium was 
restored, either by the fall of British rent and wages, or an 
advance in foreign corn, or, what is more probable, by the 
union of both causes. But a period would have elapsed of 
considerable relative encouragement to manufactures, and re- 
lative discouragement to agriculture. A certain portion of 
capital would be taken from the land, and when the equilib- 
rium was at length restored, the nation would probably be 
found dependent upon foreign supplies for a great portion of 
its subsistence: and unless some particular cause were to 
occasion a foreign demand greater than the home demand, its 
independence, in this respect, would not be recovered. In the 
natnral course of things, a country which depends for a con- 
siderable pai*t of its supply of com upon its poorer neighboiu-s 
may expect to see this supply gradually diminish, as those 
countries increase in riches and population, and have less bur- 
plns produce to spare. 

This last remurk of Malthus has been verified of Lite years 
in Europe, for countries from which we used some few years 
baok to receive a considerable amount of our supplies of meat 
and gi'ain, have now become competitors with us for supplies 
of these articles from the United States and Australasia. And 
for other countries his further remark holds true, that the 
political relations of such a country may expose it, during a 
war, to have that pai't of its supply of provisions which it de- 
rives from foreign states suddenly stopped or greatly di- 
minished ; an event which could not take place without pro- 
ducing the most calamitous effects. '' A nation," he continues, 
^in which agricidtural wealth predominates, though it mnf 
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not procfxioe at home 8aoh a surplus of luxuries and omt- 
Yeniences a» the ooniraercial nation, and may therefore be ex- 
posed possibly to some want of these oommodities, has, on the 
other handy a surplus of that article which is essential to the 
welUbeing of the whole state, and is therefore secure from 
want in what is of the greatest importance. And if we cannot 
be 80 sure of the supply of what we deiive from others, as of 
what we produce at home, it seems to be an advantageous 
policy in a nation whose territory will allow of it, to secure a 
surplus of that commodity, a deficiency of which would strike 
most deeply at its happiness and prosperity." 

Malthus held that there is no branch of trade more pro- 
fitable to a country, even in a commercial point of vie^v^. 
than the sale of rude produce. And here he seems to have 
disagreed with Adam Smith's views. That illustrious writer 
on Wealth observes that a trading and manufacturing country 
exports what can subsist and accommodate but very few, and 
imports the subsistence and accommodation of a great number. 
The other exports the subsistence and accommodation of a 
great number, and imports that of a very few only. The in- 
habitants in the one must enjoy, said Adam Smith, a much 
greater quantity of subsistence than what their own land, in 
the actual state of cultivation, could afford. The inhabitants 
of the other must always enjoy a much smaller quantity. 

Malthus demurs to much of this argument •f Adam Smith. 
For, says he, ** though the manufacturing nation may export a 
commodity which, in its actual shape, can only subsist and 
accommodate a very few, yet it must be recollected that in 
order to prepare this commodity for exportation, a considei able 
part of the revenue of the country has been employed in sub- 
sisting and accommodating a great number of workmen. And 
with ret^ard to the subsistence and accommodation which the 
other nation exports, whether it be of a great or a small 
number, it is certainly no more than suflScient to replace the 
subsistence that has been consumed in the manufacturing 
nation, together with the profits of the master manufacturer 
and mercbunt, which probably, are not so great as the profits 
of the farmer and the merchant in the agricultural nation; 
and, though it may be true that the inhabitants of the manu- 
facturing nation enjoy a greater quantity of subsistence than 
what their own lands in the actual state of their cultivation 
could afford, yet an inference in favour of the manufacturing 
system by no means follows, because the adoption of the one 
or the otiicr system will make the greatest difference in their 



aotaal state of onltivation. If, during the conrtse of a centnry, 
two landed nations were to pnrsne these two different systems, 
that is, if one of them were regalarly to export manufacture 
and import snhsistence, and the other to export subfiisteoce and 
import manufacture, there would be no comparison at the end 
of the period between the state of cultivation in the two 
countries ; and no doubt could rationally be entertained that 
the oounti^ which exported its raw produce would be able to 
snbsibt and accommodate a much larger population than the 
other." 

It is a matter, says our author, of very little comparative 
importance, whether we are fully supplied with broadcloth, 
linens, and muslins, or even with tea, sugar, and coffee, and no 
rational politician therefore would think of proposing a bounty 
on such commodities. " But it is certainly a matter of the 
very highest importauce, whether we are fully supplied with 
food ; and if a bounty would produce such a supply, the most 
liberal economist might be justified in proposiug it, considering 
food as a commodit^r distinct from all others, and pre-eminently 
vaHable." 
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r Chapter X. Hr. Maltbus treats of bounties <m tbe expor- 
tation of oom. He sets oat by observing tbat according 
to tbe general principles of political economy, it cannot be 
doubted, tbat it is for the interest of tbe civilised world tbat 
each nation sbonld pnrobase its commodities wherever tbej 
can be had the cheapest. 

** During tbe seventeenth century, and indeed tbe whole 
period of onr history previons to it, the prices of wheat were 
subject to great fluctuations, and the average price was very 
high. For fifty years before tbe year 1700, tbe average price 
of wheat per quarter was £3 Os. lid., and before 1650 it was 
£6 8s. lOd. From the time of the completion of the com 
laws in 1700 and 1706, the prices became extraordinarily 
steady, and the average price for forty years previous to tbe 
year 1750, sunk as low as £1 16s. per quarter. This was tbe 
period of our greatest exportations. In 1757 the laws were 
suspended, and in 1773 they were totally altered. The exports 
of com have since been regularly decreasing, and the imports 
increasing. The average price of wheat for the forty years 
ending in 1800, was £2 9s. 5d., and for the last five years of 
ibis period £3 6s. 6d. During this last term the balance of 
the imports of all soiis of grain is estimated at 2,938,357." 

Mr. Malthus observes that it is totally contrary to tbe habits 
and practice of farmers to save the superfluity of six or seven 
years. Great practical inconvenience generally attends the 
keeping of so large a reserved store. Difficulties often occnr 
from a want of proper accommodation for it. It is at all times 
liable to damage from vermin and other causes. When very 
large it is apt to be viewed with a jealous and grudging eye 
by the common people. And in general, the farmer may 
either not be able to remain so long without the returns, or 
may not be willing to employ so considerable a capital in a 
way in which the returns must necessarily be distant and 
precarious. 

Mr. Malthus was in favour of a bounty on the exportation of 
oom, because the effect of such a bounty was to repress slightly 
ibtf iuuTtMUM) at population In years of piouty, whilst it an. 
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oonraged it comparatively in years of scavoity. This effect, hn 
maintained, was one of the greatest advantages whioh could 
possibly occur to a society, and contributed more to the 
happiness of the labouring poor than could easily be coDoeived 
bv those who bad not deeply considered the subject. " In 
the whole compass of human events," he says, '*I doubt if there 
be a more fruitful source of misery, or one more invariably 
productive of disastrous consequences, than a sudden f^tiirt of 
}X)}nilation from two or three years of plenty, which must 
necessarily be repressed on the first return of scarcity, or even 
of average crops." From 1637 to 1700, both inclusive, the 
average price of corn, according to Adam Smith, was £3 lis.; 
yet in 1681 the growing price was only £1 8s. This high 
average price, according to Malthus, wonld nut prop()r;ionalIy 
enconrago tlie cultivation of corn, Though the farmer might 
feel very sanguine during one or two years of high price, and 
project many improvements, yet the glut in the m irket whiob 
wonld follow, would depress him in the same degree, and de- 
stroy all his projects. Sometimes, indeed, a yea»* <»f high 
prices really tends to impoverish the land, and prepare the 
way for future scarcity. 

In a foot-note in page 264, Chapter X., Mr. Malthus makes 
tbe remark that, '* On account of the tendency of population 
to increase in proportion to the means of subsit^teuce, it had 
been supposed by some that there would always be a sufficient 
demand at home for any quantity of corn which could be 
grown. But this is an error. It is undoubtedly true that if 
the fanners could gradually increase their growth of corn to 
any extent, and could sell it sufficiently cheap, a population 
vronld arrive at home to demand the whole of it. Hut in this 
case, tbe great increase of demand arises solely from the cheap- 
ness, and must therefore be totally of a different nature from 
fiuch a demand as, in the actual circumstances of this country, 
wonld encourage an increased supply. If the makers of super- 
tine broadcloth would sell their commodity for a shilliog a 
yard, instead of a guinea, it cannot be doubted that the de- 
mand would increase more than tenfold, but the certainty of 
such an incruaso of demand, in such a case, would have no 
tendency whatever, in the actual circumstances of any known 
country, to encourage the manufacture of broad cloths." 

In page 267 Mr. Malthus adverts to what has recently been 
commented u))on by a great French statistician, Mr. Maurice 
Block, viz. : the danger of a country becoming too dependent 
on otliei's for its bupplies of food. '< A rich and ouiiimeruiol 
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nation is by the natural coarse of things led more to pasture. 
than to tillage, and is tempted to become daily moi^e dependent 
open others for its supplies of com. If all the nations of 
Europe could be considered as one great country, and if any 
one state could be as sure of its supplies from others, as the 
pasture district of a particular state are from the com dis- 
tricts in their neighbourhood, there would be no harm in this 
dependence, and no person would think of proposing com 
laws. But can we safely consider Euro|)e in this light? The 
fortunate condition of this country', and the excellence of its 
laws and government, exempt it. above any other nation, from 
foreign invasion and domestic tumult, and it is a pardonable 
love for one*s country, which under such circumstances pro- 
duces an unwillingness to expose it, in so important a point as 
the supply of its principal food, to share in the dangers and 
chances which may happen on the Continent. How would 
the miseiies of France have been aggravated during the revo- 
lution if she had been dependent on foreign countries for the 
support of two or three millions of her people.*' 

It is instructive to read what was thought might be the 
magnitude of our future imports of wheat in 1806. In page 268 
Mr. Malthus writes : *' We can hardly doubt that in the course 
of some years we shall draw from America, and the nations 
bordering on the Baltic, as much as two millions of quarters 
of wheat, besides other com, the support of above two 
millions of people. If under these circumstances, any com- 
mercial discussion, or other dispute, were to arise with these 
nations, with what a weight of power they would have to 
negociate ! Not the whole British Navy could offer a morf 
convincing argument than the single threat of shutting aK 
their ports. I am not unaware that in general, we may 
securely depend upon people not acting directly contrary to 
their intere^at. But this consideration, all powerful as it is, 
will sometimes yield voluntarily to national indignation, and 
it is sometimes forced to yield to the resentment of a sove- 
reign. It is of sufficient weigut in practice when applied to 
manufactures ; because a delay in their sale is not of such im- 
mediate consequence. But in the case of com, a delay of 
three or four months may produce the most complicated 
misery ; and from the great bulk of corn, it will generally be 
in the power of the sovereign to execute almost completely 
his reseutful purpose." This is the argument of Mr. Block, 
with respect to our dependence on the United States for ao 
much of our food supplies. He remarks that it might 
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happen that some party in the United States might take tQ 
prohibiting the export of oorn^ and in snoh a caji» there can 
be no donbt that the people of this country would at once be 
plunged into the severeat trouble with respect to their food 
dupplies. A war with the United States is. of couise most 
unlikely, too, but alas ! even such a catastrophe is possible in 
the present position of haman affairs. 

The argciment made use of by M. Maurice Block, that, in 
times of war, Gi^eat Britain may possibly in some future time 
be in daoger of seeing much of its population starved from 
want of food supplies, was anticipated by Malthus in a foot 
note in chapter z. He there says : — *' I should be misunder- 
stood if, from anything I have said in the four last chapters, 
I should be considered as not sufficiently awai*e of the advan- 
tages derived from commerce and manufactures. I look upon 
them as the most distinguishing characteristics of civilization^ 
the most obvious and striking marks of the improvement of 
society, and calculated to enlarge our enjoyments, and add to 
the sum of human happiness. No great surplus of agriculture 
could exist without them, and if it did exist, it would be com- 
paratively of very little value. But still they are rather the 
ornaments and embellishments of the political structure than 
its foundations. While these foundations are perfectly secure, 
we cannot be too solicitous to make all the apartments con- 
venient and elegant : but if there be the slightest reason to 
fear that the foundations themselves may give way, it seems 
to be folly to continue directing our principal attention to the 
less essential parts. There has never yet been an instance in 
history of a large nation continuing with undiminished vigour 
to support four or five millions of its people on imported corn ; 
nor do I believe that there ever will be such an instance in 
fature. England is, undoubtedly, from her insular situation 
and commanding navy, the most likely to form an exception 
to this rule ; but in spite even of the peculiar advantages of 
Bngland, it appears to me clear that if she continues yearly to 
increase her impoiiations of corn, she cannot ultimately 
eaoape that decline which seems to be the natural and 
necessary consequence of excessive commercial wealth. 
I am not now speaking of the next twenty or thirty 
years, but of the next two or three hundred. And 
though we are little in the habit of looking so far forward, 
yet it may be questioned whether we are not bound in duty to 
make some ex<*rtion8to avoid asyatem which must necessarily 
terminate in the weakness ai^d decline of oar posterity. But 
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wbetber we malre any praotioal applioatimi of eneh a diaooa-- 
•ion or not, it is corioua to oonteinplato the canse of thoae 
TeTerees in the fate of empires, whioh so frequently changed 
the face of the world in past times, and may be expected to 
produce similar, tlioogh perhaps not saoh violent changes in 
foture. War was nndoabtedly, in ancient times, the principal 
cause of these changes ; bat it frequently only finished a work 
whioh excess of luxury and agriculture had begun. Foreign 
invasions, or internal convulsions, produced but a temporary 
and comparatively slight effect upon such countries asLombardy^ 
Tuscany, and Flimders, but are fatal to such states as Holland 
and Hamburg, and though the commerce and mauulaotures 
of England will probably always be suppcMied in a great 
degree by her agriculture, yet that part which is not so sup- 
ported will still remain subject to the reversee of dependent 
states.'' 

Writing in 1806, Mr. Malthus'adds :— << We should lecollect 
that it is only within the last twenty or thirty years that we 
have become an importing nation. In so short a period it 
could hardly be expected that the evils of the system should 
be perceptible. We have, however, already felt some of its 
inconveniences; and if we persevere at it, its evil oonse« 
quences may by no means be a matter of remote speculation.*' 

(n the eleventh chapter of his third book our author treats 
of the prevailing errors respecting population and plenty, 
and notioes some of the arguments which have this very year 
(1888) been put forward, over and over agjK^n, by the disciples 
of Mr. Henry G^rge, an American writer who has acquued 
a sudden celebrity for his work on '< Progress and Poverty." 
^It has been observed," says Mr. Malthus, **that many 
countries at the period of their greatest degree of populousnesi 
bave lived in the greatest plenty, and have been able to 
export com ; but at other periods, when their population was 
very low, have lived in continual poverty and want, and have 
been obliged to import com. Egypt, Palestine, Bome, Sicily, 
and Spain are dteid as particular examjdes of this fact : and 
it has been inferred that an increase of population in any 
state, not cultivated to the utmost, will tend rather to aug- 
ment than diminish the relative plenty of the whole 
society ; and that, as Lord Kaimes obsBrves, s oountiy cannot 
easily become too populous for agrioulture^ because s|pcnltnre 
bas the signsl property of producing food in raoportion to 
the number of oonsumsn. ••••••••• The prejudices on tho 

subjeot of popnlstion bear a Tscy atrikasg rssemUaaoe to tho 
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did prejudices aboat specie^ and we know how slowly and 
with what diffionlty tbeiee last have yielded to juBter ooncep- 
taone. PolitioiaDS, observing that states wfaioh were power- 
fnl and prosperous were almost invariably populous^ have 
mistaken an effect for a cause, and concluded that their popu- 
Iati<m was the cause of their prosperityi instead of their 
prosperity being the cause of their population ; as the old 
political economists concluded, that the abundance of specie 
was the cause of national wealth, instead of the effect of it. 
The annual produce of the land and labour, in both of these 
instances, became in consequence a secondary consideration^ 
and its increase, it was conceived, would naturally follow the 
increase of specie in the one case, or of population in the 
other. Yet surely the folly of endeavouring to increase the 
quantity of specie in any country without an inorease of the 
commodities which it is to circulate, is not greater than that 
of endeavouring to increase the number of people without an 
inorease of the food which is to maintain them ; and it will 
be found that the level above which no human laws can raise 
the population of a country, is a limit more fixed and im- 
passable than the limit to the accumulation of specie." 

** Ignorance and despotism seem to have no tendency to de- 
stroy the passions which prompt to inorease ; but they effect- 
ually destroy the checks to it from reason and foresight. The 
improvident barbarian who thinks only of his present wants^ 
or the miserable peasant, who, from his political situation, 
feels little security of reaping what he has sown, will seldom 
be deterred from gratifying his passion by the prospect of 
inconvenience, which cannot be expected to press upon him 
nnder three or four years. Industry cannot exist without fore- 
sight and security. Even poverty itself, which appears to be 
the great spur to industry, when it has passed certain limits 
almost ceases to operate. The indigence which is hopeless 
destroys all vigorous exertion, and confines the efforts to what 
is sufficient for bare existence. It is the hope of bettering our 
condition, and the fear of want rather than want itself, that is 
the best stimulus to industry ; and its most constant and best 
directed efforts will almost invariably be found among aolass 
of people above the class of the wretchedly poor.*' 

This remark of If althns is a reply to those who say that if 
food were cheaper and the poor better fed, they would onlv 
work as much as was needed to get a scanty supply of food. 
Experience in our colonies and in the United States shows thai 
the fear of want Iran iMoenlive to make the esirlf oolonists of m 
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fertile oonntry fervid ia their desire to obtaiti weftltb. 

** That an increase of population/' says Malthnsy ** when it 
follows in its natural order, is both a great positive good in 
itself, and absolutely necessary to a further increase in the 
annual produce of the land and labour of any country^ I 
should be the last to deny. The only question is, What is 
the natural order of this progress ? In this point, Sir James 
Stewart appears to me to have fallen into an error. He de* 
termines that multiplication is the efiSoient cause of agriool* 
tnre, and not agriculture of multiplication ; but though it may 
be allowed that the increase of people beyond what oould easily 
subsist on the natural fruits of the earth, first prompted man 
to till the ground: and that the view of maintaining a familj, 
01* of obtaining some valuable consideration in exchange for 
the products of agriculture, still operates as the principal 
stimulus to oultivation ; yet it is clear that these products, in 
their actual state, must be beyond the lowest wants of the 
existing population before any permanent increase can possibly 
be supported. We know that a multiplication of births has 
in numberless instances taken place, which has produced no 
effect upon agriculture, and has merely been followed by an 
increase of diseases : but perhaps there is no instance where a 
permanent increase of agrioulture has not a permanent 
increase of population, somewhere or other. Gun^equently 
agriculture may with more propriety be termed the efficient 
cause of population, than population of agriculture, though, 
they certainly react upon each other, and are mutually 
necessary to each other's support." 

** The author of * L'Ami dee Hommes ' (Mirabeau's father), 
in a chapter on the effects of a decay in agriculture upon 
population, acknowledges that he had fallen into a fundamental 
error in considering population as the source of revenue : and 
that he was afterwai^ convinced that revenue was the sonroe 
of population. From a want of attention to thid most im- 
portant distinction, statesmen, in pursuit of the desirable 
object of population, have been led to encourage early 
marriages, to reward the fathers of fsmilies, and to disgrace 
celibacy ; but this, as the same author justly observes, is to 
dress and water a piece of land without sowing it, yet to 
dxpect a crop.*' It is curious that so backward is speculation 
en this question even in modem Franoe, the most practioai 
NeoJiialthnsian country in Europe, that this year has already 
seen two proposals made by learned Fienohmen to encourage 
maniage and .lai^ families. The fisst emanated from the 
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son of one of the most distinguished surgeons of Paris, Dr. 
Bichet ; the other from a member of the French Corps 
Ijtgislatif. 

" Among the other prejudices/' says Malthus, '' whiohhare 
prevailed on the subject of population, it has been generally 
thought that while there is either waste among the rich, or 
land remaining uncultivated in any country, the complaints 
for want of food cannot be justly founded, or at least that the 
presence of distress among the poor is to be attributed to the 
iU-oonduct of the higher classes of society and the bad man« 
agement of the land. The real effect, however, of these two 
circumstances is merely to narrow the limit of the actual 
population ; but they have little or no influence on what may 
be called the average pressure of distress on the poorer mem- 
bers of society. If our ancestors had been so frugal and in- 
dastrions, and had transmitted such habits to their posterity, 
that nothing superfluous was consumed by the higher classes, 
no horses were used for pleasure, and no land was left uncul- 
tivated, a striking diffierence would appear in the state of the 
actual population, but probably none whatever in the state of 
the lower classes of people, with respect to the price of labour 
and the feicility of supporting a family. The waste among the 
rich, and the horses kept for pleasure, have indeed a little the 
effect of the consumption of grain in distilleries, noticed before 
with regard to China. On the supposition that the food con- 
sumed in this manner may be withdrawn on the occasion of a 
soaroity, and be applied to the relief of the poor, they operate 
oertainly as far as they go, like granaries which are only 
opened at the time that they are wanted, and must therefore 
tend rather to benefit than to injure the lower classes of so- 
ciety. 

*' With regard to uncultivated land,'' says our author, '< it is 
evident that its effect upon the poor is neither to injure nor to 
benefit them. The sudden cultivation of it would undoubtedly 
tend to improve their oondition for a time, and the 
neglect of lands before cultivated will oertainly make their 
Atoation worse for a certain period ; but when no changes of 
this kind are going forward the effect of uncultivated land on 
the lower class operates merely like the possession of a smaller 
territory. It is indeed a point of very great importance to 
the poor whether a country is in the habit of exporting or im- 
porting corn ; but this point is not necessarily connected with 
the complete or incomplete cultivation of the whole territory, 
but depends upon the proportion of the surplus produce to those 
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who are supported by it ; and in fact this proportion is gener- 
ally the greatest in oonntries which have not yet completed 
the onltivation of their territory. 

** We should not» therefore, be too ready to make inferences 
against the internal economy of a country from the appearance 
of uncultivated heaths, without other evidence. But the fact 
ia, that no country has ever reached, or probably ever will 
reach, its highest possible acme of produce, it appears always 
aa if the want of industry, or the ill-direction of that industry, 
was the actual limit to a further increase of produce and popu- 
lation, and not the absolute refusal of nature to yield any more; 
but a man who is locked up in a room may be fairly said to be 
confined by the walls of it, though he may never touch them ; 
and with regard to the principle of population, it is never the 
question whether a country will produoe any more fhnt whether 
it may be made to produce a sufficiency to keep pace with an 
unchecked increase of people. In China the question is not, 
whether a certain additional quantity of rice might be raised 
by improved culture, but whether such an addition could be 
counted on during the next twenty-five years as would be suf- 
ficient to support an additional three hundred millions of 
people. And in this country it is not the question whether, 
by cultivating all our commons, we could raise considerably 
more than at present : but whether we could raise sufficient 
for a population of twenty millions in the next twenty-five 
years and forty millions in the next fifty years. 

*' The allowing of the produce of the earth to be absolutely 
ifnlimited scarc^y removes the weight of a hair from the argu- 
ment, which depends entirely upon the differently increasing 
ratios of population and food ; and all that th^ moat enlight- 
ened governments and the most persevering and best guided 
efforts of industry can do, is to make the necessary checks to 
population act more equably, and in a direction to produce . 
the least evil ; but to remove them is a task absolutely hope- 
less.'* 

We have now arrived at the last part of Malthus^s great essay 
<m population. In Book IV. our author speaks in chapter i. 
of future prospects of the removal or mitigation of the evils 
arising from the principle of population. He shows that we 
must submit to the population law as an ultimate law of nature, 
and that all that remains for as is, how we may check popu- 
lation with the least prejudice to the virtue and happiness of 
^nman society. He claims for moral restraint that it is the 
least harmful of all tiia checks. *'If we be intemperate in 
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eating and drinking (he tsajs) we are disordered ; if we ia- * 
dulge the transports of anger, we seldom fail to oommit aote 
of which we afterwards repent ; if we multiply too fast, we 

die miserably of poverty and contagious diseases The kind 

of food, and the mode of preparing it, best suited for the par- 
poses of nutriment and the gratification of the palate, &o., - 
were not pointed out to the attention of man at once, but were 
the slow and late result of experience, and of the admonitiona ; 
received by repeated failures." ; 

Mr. Mai thus then, following Hippocrates, points out thai., 
in the history of every epidemic, it has almost invariably been > 
observed, that the lower classes of people, whose food wae- 
poor and insufficient, and who lived crowded together in small ^ 
and dii'ty houses, were the principal victims. ** In what other 
manner can nature point out to us, that if we increase too fast t 
for the means of subsistence, so as to render it necessary for a , 
considerable part of the society to live in this miserable man- . 
ner, we have offended against one of her laws ?" After the 
desire of food, the most powerful and general of our desires is 
passion between the sexes, taken in an enlarged sense. Mr, 
Godwin had said, in one of his works : '' Strip the oommeroe 
of the sexes of all its attendant circumstances, and it would be . 
generally despised." To this Mr. Malthus replies, that God- . 
win might as well say to a man who admired trees : '* Strip : 
them of their spreading branches and lovely foliage, and what 
beauty can you see in a bare pole?" ''The evening meal, the 
warm house, and the comfortable fire-side would lose half of 
their interest if we were to exclude the idea of some object of 
affection with whom they were to be shared." 

Few or none, then, of our human passions would admit of 
being greatly diminished, without narrowing the sources of - 
good more powerfully than the sources of evU. The fecundity 
of the human species is, in some respects, a distinct considera- 
tion from the passion between the sexes. It is strong and 
general, and apparently would not admit of any very consider- 
able diminution without being inadequate for its object. ''It 
is of the very utmost importance to the happiness of mankind 
that they should not increase too fast ; but it does not appear 
that the object to be accomplished would admit of any very 
considerable diminution in the desire for marriage. It is 
olearly the duty of each individual not to many until he haa 
a prospect of supporting his children ; but it is at the same 
time to be wished that he should retain undiminished his de- - 
sire for marriage, in order that he may exert himself to realise ^ 
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thfB prospect, and be stimulated to make provibion for the sup- 
port of greater numbers. 

*' Our obligation not to marry till we have a fair prospect 
being able to support our children will appear to deserve the 
attention of the moralist, if it can he proved that an attention 
to these obligations is of more effect in the prevention of riiis- 
ery than all the other virtues combined ; and that if, in viola- 
tion of this duty, it was the general custom to follow the first 
impulse of nature, and marry at the age of puberty, the uni- 
versal prevalence of every known virtue in the greatest con- 
oeivable degree would fail of rescuing society from the most 
wretched and deplorable state of want, and all the diseases 
and famines which usually accompany it." 

In chapter ii. Mr. Malthus speaks of the effects which would 
rttult to society from the prevalence of this virtue of moral 
restraint. ** No man whose earnings were only sufficient to 
maintain two children, would put himself in a situation in 
which he might have to maintain four or five, however he 
might be prompted to it by the passion of love. The interval 
between the age of puberty and the period at which each in- 
dividual might venture to marry must, according to this view 
be passed in strict chastity ; because the law of chastity ciu- 
not be violated without producing evil. The effect of any- 
thing like a promiscuous intercourse which prevents the birth 
of children, is evidently to weaken the best affections of the 
heart, and in a very marked manner to d^rade the female 
character. And any other intercourse would, without improper 
arts, bring as many children into society as marriage, with a 
much greater probability of their becoming a burden to it." 

The phrase, "improper arts,*' is the only point on which 
the G0-8tvled Neo-Malthusians differ from Malthus. To his 
modern dihciple:^ it seems abundantly proved, from the expeii- 
enoe of Fmnce and elsewhere, that late marriage is not what 
must be trusted to to check population ; but a restraint in the 
size of families. Mr. Malthus, indeed, seems himself tu recog- 
nise the evils of late marriages, for he writes : ** The late mar- 
riages at present are, indeed, principally confined to the men ; 
and there are few, however advanced in life they may be, who, 
if they determine to marry, do not fix their choice on a very 
young wife A y«tung woman, without fortune, when she 
has passetl her twenty-fifth year, begins to fear, and with rea> 

eon, that she may le:id a life of celibacy If women could 

look forwanl with just confidence to marrisige at twenty-eight 
or thirty^ I fully believe that, if the matter wei^ left to them 
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for ohoioe, they would clearly prefer waiting till this period, 
to the heing involved in all the cares of a large family ai 
twentv-five." 

Lord Derby, some years ago, truly observed that groat em- 
perors did not like their subjects to be too well off. This 
remark may have been a citation from Malthus, where he says: 
** The ambition of princes would want instruments of destruo*- 
tion, if the distresses of the lower classes of their subjects did 
not 'drive them under their standards. A. recruiting sergeant 
always prays for a bad harvest and want of employment, or 
in other words, a redundant population." Mr. Malthus points 
out that a society with a low birth rate will be extremely 
powerful both in war and peace. One of the principal en- 
couragements to an offensive war would be removed, and 
there would be greater freedom from political dissensions at 
home. ** Indisposed to a war of offence, in a war of defence 
such a society would be strong as a rock of adamant. Where 
every family possessed the necessaries of life or plenty, and a 
decent portion of its comforts and conveniences, there could 
not exist that hope of change, or at best that melancholy and 
disheartening indifference to it, which sometimes prompts the 
lower classes of people to say — Let what will come, we can* 
not be worse off than we are now." 

In chapter iii. Mr. Malthus speaks rather gloomily as to 
the prospect of Society adopting his recommendation of late 
marriages, " I believe (he says) that few of my readers can be 
less sanguine of expectations of any great change in the 
general conduct of men on this subject than I am." He 
proposes it, it seems, in order chiefly to vindicate the chaiaoter 
of the Deity ! This is at present known by all scientific 
inquirers to be a fallacious argument; and we cannot but 
contrast with our great author's vacillating doctrine, the clear 
line of duty laid down by the greatest of his followers, Mr. 
J. S. Mill, when he says that the happiness of society is quite 
attainable, if only it becomes a rule of morals that the pro- 
ducing of large families in Europe should be looked upon as 
a vice. 

" Almost everything that has hitherto been done for the poor 
has tended, as if with solicitous care, to throw a veil of 
obscurity over this subject, and to hide from them the true 
cause of their poverty. A man has always been told that to 
raise up subjects for his king and country is a meritorious act* 
In an endeavoar to raise the proportion of the quantity of 
provisions to the number of oonsamers in any ooontry, oar 



U02 TBK LTFB AKD WBITINOi 

tlttentiaii would natnrally be first directed to the inoreasinj; of 
^6^ absolute quantity of provisions, but finding that, as 
fiist as we did this, the numbers of oonsumers more than kept 

£ioe with it, and that with all our exertions we were still as 
r as ever behind, we should be convinoed that our efforts 
idtireoted in this way would never succeed. It would appear 
•to be setting the tortoise to oatch the hare. Finding there* 
!fore, that from the laws of nature we could not proportion 
•the food to the population, our next attempt should naturally 
"be to proportion the population to the food. If we can per- 
fluade the hare to go to sleep, the tortoise may have soine 
eome ohanoe of overtaking her.** 

In chapter iv., our author replies to some objections. Some 
of his critics had said that if his advice were followed, the 
market would be rather understocked with labour. To this 
Malthus observes that *^ a market overstocked with labour, 
and an ample remuneration to each labourer, are objects per- 
fectly incompatible with each other. In the annals of the 
World they have never existed together ; and to couple them 
feven in imagination betrays a gross ignorance of the simplest 
principles of political economy." Mr. Malthus then replies 
to the oft repeated futurity argument as follows : *' I can 
easily conceive that this coimtry, with a proper direction of 
the national industry, might, in the course of some centuries^ 
eon tain two or three times its present population, and yet 
every man in the kingdom be better paid and clothed than he 
is at present." 

" While the springs of industry continue in vigor, and a 
sufficient part of that industry is directed to agriculture, we 
need be under no apprehension of a deficient population ; and 
nothing perhaps would tend so strongly to create a spirit of 
industry and economy among the poor, as a thorough know- 
ledge that their happiness must always depend principally 
upon themselves ; and that if they obey their passions in 
opposition to their reason, or be not industrious and frugal 
while they are single men, and save a sum for the common 
contingencies of the married state, they must expect to suffer 
the natural evils which Providence has prepared for those 
who disobey its admonitions." 

« This, then, is the main argument of our author ; but, as we 
have seen, he fears lest he will not be listened to by the 
masses, and also sees clearly enough that his advice to delay 
the marriage day until funds have been reserved to meet aU 
demands on the married pair, is not unlikely to lead to other 



OP THOMAS B. UALTHUS. 108 

«idli. ''A ihi]*d objeodon whioh may be started (he says) tb 
this plan, and tbe only one 'whioh appears to me to bear any 
land of plattsibility is, that by endeavoring to urge the dnt^ 
of moral restraint on the poor, we may increase the quantity 
of sexual vioe." 

Malthus finds oonsiderable difficulty in meeting this attaok, 
and few will be found who will be satisfied with the follow- 
ing reply to thi$ objection. '* I should be extremely sorry to 
say anything which could be either remotely or directly oon- 
etrued uufavorably to the oaruse of virtue; but I certainly 
cannot tbink that the vices which relate to the sex are the 
only vices which are to be considered in a moral question ; or 
that they are even the greatest and most degrading to the 
human character. They can rarely or never be committed 
'without producing such offences somewhere or other, and 
therefore ought always to be strongly repudiated; but there 
are other vices, the effects of which are still more pernicious ; 
and there are other situations which lead more certainly to 
moral offences than the refraining from marriage." 

All of this is beside the question ; and our author fell into 
tLls kind of argument precisely because he had no experience 
as we modems have of marriage with small families. This 
alone of all the alternatives gives the human race a chance of 
comfort, love, and family joys. Were it the custom for all in 
a country like England to consider it immoral to have a 
£imily exceeding four children, there might doubtless be hope 
that all might lead a virtuous life ; but Mr. Malthus' plan of 
late marriage necessarily condemns many women to celibacy, 
and, as he admits, tends to the degradation of numbers of 
other women. 

Oar author continues : ** Powerful as may be the tempta- 
tions to a breach of chastity, I am inclined to think that they 
are impotent, in comparison with the temptations arising 
from continued distress. A large class of women and many 
men, I have no doubt, pass a considerable part of their lives 
in chastity ; but I believe there will be found very few who 
pass through the ordeal of squalid and hopeless poverty, or 
even of long-continued embaiTassed circumstances without a 

oonsiderable degradation of character Add to this that 

squalid poverty, particularly when joined with idleness, is a 
Btate the most unfavorable to character that can well be con- 
ceived. The passion is as strong, or nearly so, as in other 
aituations, and every restraint on it from personal respect 
or a sense of morality is generally removed. There is a degree 
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0f squalid poyerty in whioli» if a girl wiis brought up, I 
ahould say that her being really modest at twenty was an 
abeolate miracle. Those persons must haye extraordinary 
minds indeed, and saoh as are not nsoally found under 
similar circumstauoeSy who can continue to respect themselves 
when no other person whatever respects them. If the 
children thus brought up were even to marry at twenty, it is 
probable that they would have passed some years in vioious 
habits before that period." 

Had Mr. Malthus been alive at this moment, and travelled 
as he did in his lifetime through the rural districts of France^ 
he would have been the first to admit that the French have 
given the only solution of the problem he states so clearly, 
that has ever been given by any nation. 

'' If (says our author) statesmen will not encourage late 
marriages, but rather the opposite, then to act consistently 
they should facilitate, instead of foolishly and vainly en- 
deavoring to impede, the operations of nature in causing a 
great infantile mortality. Instead of recommending cleanli- 
ness to the poor, they should cultivate contrary habits. If 
by these and similar means, the annual mortality were in- 
creased from 1 in 36 or 40, to 1 in 18 or 20, we might 
probably every one of us marry at the age of puberty, and 
yet few be absolutely starved. If, however, we all marry at 
this age, and yet still continue our exertions to impede the 
operations of nature, we may rest assured that all our efforts 
will be vain. Nature will not, and cannot be defeated in her 
purposes. The necessary mortality must come, in some form 
or other: and the extirpation of one disease will only be the 
signal for the birth of another perhaps more fatal. We can- 
not lower the waters of rivers by pressing them down in 
different places, which must necessarily make them rise some- 
where else ; the only way in which we oan hope to effect our 
purpose is by drawing them off." 

" In a country which keeps up its population at a certain 
standard, if the average number of marriages and births be 
g^ven, it is evident that the average number of deaths will 
also be given: and to use Dr. Hebeixleu's metaphor, the 
channels through which the stream of mortality is constantly 
flowing will always convey off a given quantity. Now, if we 
stop up any of these channels, it must be perfectly clear that 
the stream of mortality must run with greater force through 
some of the other channels : that is, if we eraviicate some dis- 
eases, others will become proportionally more fitaL*' 
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^ Dr. Heberden, (says Malthns) draws a striking picture 
of the favorable ohange observed in tbe health of the people 
of England, and greatly attributes it to the improvements 
which have gradually taken plaoe, not only in London but in 
all great towns ; and in the manner of living throughout the 
kmgdom, partioularly in respeot to cleanliness and ventila* 
tion. But these causes would not have produced the effect 
ohserveds if they had not been accompanied by an increase of 
the preventive check ; and probably the spread of cleanliness^ 
and better mode of living, which then began to prevail, by 
spreading more generally a decent and useful pride, principally 
oontributed to this increase. The diminution in the number 
of marriages, however, was not sufficient to make up for the 
great decrease of mortality, from the extinction of the plague^ 
and the striking reduction of the deaths from the dysentery. 
While these, and some other diseases became evanescent, con- 
Homption, palsy, apoplexy, gout, lunacy and the small-pox 
became more mortal. The widening of these drains was 
necessary to carry off the population which still remained 
redundant, notwithstanding the increased operation of the 
preventive check, and the part which was annually disposed 
of, and enabled to subsist by the increase of agriculture.'^ 

Mr. Malthus then adds : '* For my own part, I feel not the 
slightest doubt, that if the introduction of the cow.pox should 
extirpate the small-pox, and yet the number of marriages con- 
tinue the same, we shall find a very perceptible difference in 
the increased mortality of some other diseases. Nothing could 
prevent this effect but a sudden start in our agriculture ; and 
shonld this take place, which I fear we have not much reason 
to expect, it will not be owing to the number of children 
saved from death by the cow.pox inoculations, but to the 
alarms occasioned among the people of property by the late 
scarcities, and to the increased gains of farmers, which have 
been so absurdly reprobated. J am strongly, however, inclined 
to believe, that the number of marriages will not in this case 
remain the same ; but that the gradual light which may be 
expected to be thrown on this interesting topic of human in- 
quiry, will teach us how to make the extinction of a mortal 
disorder, a real blessing to us, and a real improvement in 
the general health and happiness of the society." 

In these admirable remarks Malthus points out that when- 
ever we make improvements in the science of health, we must 
be contented to lessen the birth-rate, if we would really secure 
the benefits we might expect. Thus, if drainage, good water 
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^applj, and the extirpation of fbVers are to be of service to 
tkB, it must be that we are determined to have fewer children. 
For, if we have an equally high birth-rate, and no great 
addition to onr food snppliee from abroad or from onr own 
icily we must die inevitably of some other chronio, although 
^hfferenty maladies than those prodnoed by bad drainag^e and 
levers, or small- pox. In no ease can we have a birth-rate of 
40 per 1,000 in an old country, without a high death-rate. 



CHAPTEB Xn. 

IN Chapter VI. of Book IV. Mr. Malthns treats of the 
effects of the knowledge of the principal cause of poverty 
on Civil Liberty, observing at the outset that it may appear 
to some that a doctrine which attributes the greatest part of 
the sufferings of the lower classes of society exclusively to 
themselves, is unfisivorable to the cause of liberty, affording, 
it may be said, a tempting opportunity to governments of 
oppressing their subjects at pleasure, and laying all the blame 
on the improvident habits of the poor. Our author contends 
that, on the other hand, the pressure of distress on the lower 
classes of people, with the habit of attributing the distress 
to their rulers, appears to him to be the rook of defence, the 
castle and the guardian spirit of despotism, affording as it 
does to the tyrant the unanswerable plea of necessity. 

'' The patriot who might be called upon by the love of his 
country to join with heart and hand in a rising of the people 
for some specific attainable object or reform, if he knew that 
they were enlightened respecting their own situation, and 
would stop short when they had attained their deiDHnd, would 
be called upon by the same motion to submit to very great 
opposition rather than give the slightest countenance to a 
popular tumult, the members of which, at least the greatest 
number of them, were persuaded that the destruction of tiie 
Parliament, the Lord Mayor, and the monopoly would make 
bread cheap, and that a revolution would enable them all to 
support their families. In this case it is more the i ignorance 
and delusion of the lower classes of people that ocoMsions the 
oppression, than the actual disposition of the government to 
tyranny." 

Mr. Malthns observes that the circulation of Paine^s Rights 
of Man was said to have done great mischief among the lower 



tnd middle blasses in this ootintry : and that migbt be tni9 ; 
but that uras beoauKe Mr. Paine in many important points htA 
shown himself totally anaoqnainted with the stractnre of 
sooiety, and the different moral effeots to be expected from the 
physioal difference bi^tween this oonntry and America. Mobg 
of the same desonption as those ooUeotions of people known 
by that name in Europe could not at that day exist in America. 
' The number of people without property was, then, at that 
time, from the physioal state of the country, comparatively 
nnall : and therefore the civil power whioh was needed to 
protect property, d.d not require to be so large. Mr. Paine 
argued that the real cause of riots was always want of happi- 
ness, and maintained that such was always due to something 
being -wrong in the system of Government. But this is 
evidently not always the case. The redundant population of 
an old state furnishes materials for unhappiness, unknown to 
Buch a state of that of America. 

Nothing would so effectually counteract the mischief caused 
by Mr. Paine's Eights of Man (says our author), as a general 
biowledge of our true rights. '' What these rights are, it is 
not now my business to explain : but there is one right which 
"nan has generally been thought to possess, which I am con- 
Hdent he neither does nor can possess, a right to subsistence 
when his labor will not fairly purchase it. Our laws (in 1806) 
indeed say that he has this right, and bind the society to 
famish employment and food to them who cannot get them 
in the regular market ; but in so doing they attempt to reverse 
the law8 of nature ; and it is in consequence to be expected, 
not only that they should fail in their object, but that the 
poor who were intended to be benefited should suffer most 
crnelly from this inhuman deceit which is practised upon 
them." 

Malthus adds that the Abbe Baynal had said that before 
all other social laws, man has a right to subsistence. ** He 
might just as well have said that every man had a right lo live 
100 yt axs. Yes I He has a right to do so, if he can. Good 
social laws enable truly a greater number of people to exist 
than could without them ; but neither before nor since the 
institution of social laws can an unlimited number exist. 
Consequently, as it is impossible to feed all that might be bom, 
it is disgraceful to promise to do so. 

" If the great truths on these subjects were more generally 
(circulated, and the lower classes could be convinced that by 
the laws of nature, independently of any particular institutiont 
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•xeepi the great one of property, whioii is ebBolntely 
MeceMiry in order to attain any oonaiderable prodooe» no 
peraon has any olaim or rtgii on aootety for Babaiatenoe, if hk 
labor will not pnrchaae it, the greatest part of the mischievons 
declamation on the nnjnst institutions of sooiety would faU 
powerless to the groond. If the real caoses of their misery 
were shown to the poor, and they were taught to know how 
email a part of their present distress was attributable to 
goyemmenty discontent would be &r leaa common. 

** Again— -Remove all fear from the tyranny or folly of the 
people, and the tyranny of government could not stand a 
moment. It would then appear in its proper deformity, 
without palliation, without pretext, without protection. 

^ Good governments are chiefly useful to the poorer olasses, 
by giving them a clearer view of the necessity of some 
preventive check to population. And in despotic govern- 
ments it is usually found that the checks to population arise 
more from the sickness and moiiality consequent on poverty, 
than from any such preventive check." 

Mr. Malthus contends that '* the most successful support- 
acs of tyranny are without doubt those general declaimers 
who attribute the distresses of the poor, and almost all 
the evils to which society is subject, to human institutions 
and the iniquity of governments. The falsity of these accusa- 
tions, and the dreadful consequences that would result from 
their being generally admitted and acted upon, make it 
absolutely necessary that they should at all events be resisted : 
not only on account of the immediate revolutionary horrors 
to be expected from a movement of the people acting under 
such impressions, a consideration which must at all times 
have very great weight, but on account of the extreme pro- 
bability that such a revolution would soon terminate in a much 
worse despotism than that which it had destroyed. What- 
ever may be, therefore, the intention of those indiscriminnte 
accusations against governments, their real effect undoubtedly 
is to add a weight of talents and principles to the prevailing 
power which it would never have received otherwise." 

*' Under a government const ruoted upon the best and purest 

Crinoiples, and executed by men of the highest talents and 
itegrity, the most squalid poverty and wretchedness might 
universally prevail from an inattention to the prudential check 
to population, and as this cause of unhappiness has hitherto 
been so little understood, that the efforts of society have 
always tended rather to aggravate than to lessen it, we have 
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Ae stroDgest reason for snpposiDg that in all the gOTemmenta 
with which we are aoqnainted, a great part of the misery to 
he ohserved among the lower olassesof the people arises from 
this cause." 

The inference, therefore, which Mr. Godwin, and in latter 
days Mr. Hyndman and the Democratic Federation, have 
drawn against governments from the unhappiness of the 
people is palpably unfair, and before we give a sanction to 
such accusations, it k a debt we owe to truth and justice, to 
ascertain how much ef tkis unhappiness arises from the prin- 
ciple of population, and how much is fairly to be attributed 
to government. When this distinction has been properly 
made, and all the vague, indefinite, and false accusations 
removed, government would remain, as it ought to be, clearly 
responsible for the rest, und the amount of this would still be 
such as to make the responsibility very considerable. '' Though 
government has but little power in the direct relief of poverty, 
yet its indirect influences on the prosperity of its subjects is 
striking and incontestible. And the reason is, that though it 
is comparatively impotent in its efforts to make the food of a 
country keep pace with an unrestricted increase of population, 
yet its influence is great in giving the best direction to those 
checks, which in some form or other must necessarily take 
pJ»ioe.*' 

The first great requisite, says Mr. Malthus, to the growth 
of prudential habits is the perfect security of property, and 
the next perhaps is that respectability and importance which 
in g^ven to the lower classes by equal. laws, and the possession 
uf some influence in the framing of them. The more excel- 
lent, then, is the government, the more does it tend to generate 
that prudence and elevation of sentiment by which alone in 
the present state of our being can poverty be avoided. 

Mr. Malthus was greatly opposed to despotic government ; 
and he remarks that it has been sometimes asserted, that the 
only reason why it is advantageous that the people should 
have some share in the government, is that a representation 
of the people tends best to secare the framing of good and 
eqnal laws ; but that if the same object could be obtained under 
& despotism, the same advantage would accrue to the com- 
munity. If, however, the representative system, by securing 
to the lower classes of society a more equal and liberal mode 
of treatment from their supeiiors, gives to each individual a 
greater personal respectability and a greater fear of personal 
degradation, it is evident that it wiU powerfully co-operate 
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with the seonrity of property in animating the exertiona of 
induBtrjy and in generating habits of pmdenoe, and thtia more 

{vowerfally tend to increase the riohes and pioaperity of the 
ower classes of the community, than if the same laws had 
existed under a despotism. 

Bot, says our author, though the tendency of a free oonsti- 
tution and a good government to diminish poverty is certain, 
yet its effect in this way must necessarily be indirect and 
slow, and very different from the immediate and direct relief 
which the lower classes of people are too frequently ia the 
Habit of looking forward to as the conseqoenoee of a revolu- 
tion. This habit of expecting too much, and the irritation 
occasioned by disappointment, continually give a wrong direc- 
tion to their efforts in favor of liberty, and continually tend 
to defeat the accomplishment of those gradual reforms ia 
government, and that slow amelioration of the lowest classes 
of society, which are really attainable. 

The following passage might be well studied in these days 
of proposed schemes for land confiscation and communism. 
" It is of the very highest importance, therefore, to know dis- 
tinctly what government cannot do, as well as what it can do. 
If I were called upon to name the cause which, in my con- 
ception, had more than any other contributed to the very slow 
? regress of freedom, so disheartening to every liberal mind, 
should say that it was the confusion that had existed respect- 
ing the causes of the unhappiness and discontent which pre- 
vail in society ; and the advantage which governments had 
been able to take, and indeed had been compelled to take, of 
this confusion, to confirm and streng^then their power. I 
cannot help thinking, therefore, that a knowledge generally 
circulated, that the principal cause of want and unhappiness is 
only indirectly connected with government, and totally beyond 
its power to remove ; and that it depends upon the condoot 
of the poor themselves, would, instead of giving any advan- 
tage to government, give a great additional weight to the 
popular side of the question, by removing the danger with 
which from ignorance it is at present accompanied ; and these 
tend in a very powerful manner to promote the cause of 
rational freedom.*' 

Mr. J. 8. Mill, who was more of a Socialist than Mr. 
Malthns and a greater optimist, admits that it would ber 
possible for the State to ensure employment at ample wages > 
t6 all that are bom. But, he adds, if it does this, it is bound 
in, self-protection, and for every purpose for which the State > 
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axistsy to see {hat no one should be horn without its oonsenl^ 
That Is, he seems to favor the framing of a statute direqtei 
•gainst the prodaction of large families. r 

In suggesting that it would be possible for the State to exi^ 
sate enaplojment at ample wages to all that are born, if it only 
takes oare that too many shall not be born, Mr. Mill differs^ 
a good deal from Mr. Malthns and from many of the latss^fi 
fadre economists of the sohool of Adam Smith. Persons who^ 
are g^reat admirers of indiyidual liberty oonfound, as is very 
often the case, the idea of freedom with that of the right to do 
wrong. It is qnite olear that if in an old oountry , saoh as any* 
of the European States^ all classes of society were to ei^gender 
as many children as is now done by the poorest and most 
thoughtless members, poverty would become as universal as it. 
formerly was» when mankind were less civilised and had a 
very low standard of comfort. Mr. Mill and those who follow 
him in this contention, among whom is to be reckoned thei 
author of the '^ Elements of Social Science," affirm that, although 
it IB quite true that a grown up man or woman should bst 
perfectly free to live his or her own life so far as relates ta 
self-regarding actions, it is a confusion of ideas to style thi| 
bringing into life of another human being, an act purely self-^ 
regarding. When a country is over-peopled, or threatened. 
with that greatest of all calamities, the production, it is held 
by these able writers, of more than a; very small number of 
children by any couple is a gross offence against all who gain 
their living by toil, since the over-crowdiug of a country with, 
human beings makes it very difficult for &ose at the bottom 
of society to get enough even of the coarsest food for them-r. 
selves and their families^ whilst life is rendered harder for all 
who have to gain it by services of any kind. The number ofi 
ohildren to a family among the richer classes in France appears 
now to be on an average not quite two to a family ; whereas 
the poorer classes in Pi^ris and some of the less thoughtful 
districts of France have families of more than six on an» 
average, London now exhibits the notable fact that» whereas 
in the comfortable parishes of Kensington, St. George Hanoven 
Square, St. James Westminster, and Hamp^ead, the birth-rate 
in 1886 was not much above 21 per 1000 inhabitants annually ^ 
in the poor parishes of Shoreditoh, Betfanal Green, St. Georgq 
in the East, and Whitechapel the birth-rate was 88*6 per lOOQ 
in that year, i.^., nearly twice as many children are bom o( 
1000 persons in the poor quarters as in the rich* As a conn 
^uenoe of this» the death-nite in t^e ^sst End ii to (hat \vk 
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Ihe Wert Snd as 8to 2. Mr. Mill,aiid in tlik lentbelj oonoor 
with him, tiunks thst the State oan and ought to diBOonrage 
the prodoctkm of laige families b j some sodal stigma, and the 
anthor of the <* Ekmente of Social Sctenoe " thinks that some 
Sne might be the penalty for the prodootion of more than 
fonr children 1^ any married pair. This he looks npon as a 
Cur joster way of ohedring rapid birth-rates tiian the Goniinental 
plan of prerenting the poorest persons from marrying, sinoe^ 
it is not marriage, he observes, but the prodnodon of large 
families, that the State onght to endeavor to g^oard against 
The mere diflonadon in the Hoose of Commons of saoh a pro- 
position wonld do an immense deal of good in this and in all 
£nropean States, since the poorer classes are generally anxious 
enough to do their dnty, if they only knew what that dnty 
was. Of coarse any penalty for the production of a large 
family shonld faU eqmdly on ^e rich and the poor, sinoe the 
miseries inflicted by the well-to-do parent^ who prodnoea a 
lai^ family, on his helpless and innocent ofipring, in the 
shape of life long celibacy, may fidrly be compared with the 
want of food which sadi conduct causes among the poor. 
And any penalty ought to be very small, beoaose, if not 'so, 
persons might be led to practise criminal abortion or infanti- 
cide, practices most inimical to the welfare and even the ex- 
ibtCDce of society. 

The existence of the Malthosian theory of population "was 
greatly obMmred daring the greater part of this century by 
the writings of the Free Traders, many of whom, in common 
with the ilhistrioos leaders of the movement, Messrs. Gobden 
and Bright, thooght that by means of the free importation of 
l(x>d, poverty might be entirely put an end to. It was said by 
some of the most enthusiastio speakers against the Com Laws, 
that if they were hot abolished, the workhouses would soon 
disappear ; and the United Kingdom would be filled with a 
numerous and contented population. This shows how little 
these eminent men had considered the immense power of 
multiplicatioD of the human race. As Mr. Malthus said, the 
power of increaiiiDg production is, to the power of reproduction, 
as the speed of a tortoise is to that of a hare. The tortoise 
can only overtake the hare if the swifter animal fall asleep. 
Hence, free trade, however admirable in itself, has but little 
influence on the life €>f the poorest inhabitants of an over- 
erowded country. The ahare they get of the productions of 
the world will always be most meagre, so long as they increase 
so rapidly in number by prodnaing families of ten or fifteen 
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^ildresy And thus oonrting the positiye oheck of tiie Immr 
inimalB. 

Soon after Mr. Malthns wrote his essays it began to be notioed 
thai ID Ftanoe families were much smaller, among the respeetr 
»ble olasses, than they were in England; and Mr. Prancis 
PIms wrote a pamphlet in whioh he pointed this ont and. re* 
flommended the plan in place of the preventive cheok of late 
marriages. His pamphlet and remarks had much inflaence on 
the celebrated Eobert Owen, and it is said that the latter 
philanthropist made known Place's views to his workmen at 
New Lanark, in Scotland, and it was on that aoeonnt that that 
Vinous socialistic expeiiment succeeded so well. Mr. Robert 
Dale Owen, son of Bobert Owen, emigrated to the United 
States and was ambassador to Europe from that oountry for 
some years. His pamphlet entitled ''Moral Phyeicdogy " was 
a most eloquent plea for parental prudence, or early marriages 
and small fainilies. That pamphlet was written subsequently 
to one written by Mr. Richard Carlile, entitled " Every 
Woman's Book," and also to Dr. Charles ^owlton of Boston's 
work, written in 183^, entitled the '' Fruits of Philosophy." 

This last work, in company with those of Owen, Carlile, 
and Anstin Holyoake, which last was called '* Large and Small 
Families," were sold openly for some forty years in London 
and elsewhere, chiefly by the Secular party. In the year 1876, 
the " FmitB of Philosophy " was attacked as an obscene pubr 
lication under a new Act of Parliament, called ^' Lord Camp* 
beU's Act,'' and a Bristol bookseller named Cook was sentenced 
to two years* imprisonment for selling it. Mr. Charles Watts, 
itbe London publisher of the work, was also prosecuted ; but, 
!0Q his submission, he was allowed to get free witii the pay* 
laent of costs. This did not suit the .views of the more 
chiYslrouB of the Secularist party, and accordingly Mr. Charles 
Bradlangh and Mrs. Annie Besant, the leaders ai that party in 
England, issued the work again with a preface, and invited 
the authorities to prosecute them. The ''Fruits of Philosophy " 
Was sold openly at 28, Stonecutter Street, London, and as the 
City anthorities prosecuted, the case was sent up. for trial to 
Itbe Queen's Bench, where it was tJied before the Lord Chief 
justice Cookburn in June, 1877. .>The details of Kfhis most 
Interesting of all trials are to be found in a work published 
Ij Mr. Charles Bradlangh, whioh should be perused by all 
who wish to understand how our liberties are gradually ac- 
qoired. Mr. Bradlangh, in his admirable. speech, maintained 
^t tb» sdyoosoy of all obeQk9.U>..popnlatioa is iawfoU exoept 
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twdi-ai adVisBthe dertrnotioti 6f the foStns ifi litdrb, or the 
ohild after birth. The Lord Chief Jastioe admitted the tmth 
bf ibe pritidple of populatioiiy and tiUmmed np most favorably 
4o the defendants ; .but the jury being quite new to the qaes- 
tion, gave the following verdiot: ** We are unanimously of 
opinion that the book in question is oaloulated to deprave 
'public morals; but at* the same time w« entirely exonerate 
the defendants' from any oofrupt motives in publishing if 
It turned out that the indictment was faulty ; and, on appeal 
to a higher oourt, the defendants were set free from the fine 
and imprisonment imposed on them by Chief Justice Cockbaru) 
which he sentenced them to becanse they went on selling the 
pamphlet In the year 1877 the Malthusian League, a society 
for the propagation of Malthusian literature, was inaugurated. 
In February, 1878, Mr. Edward Tiuelove, bookseller, of Hoi- 
born, London, was proseouted by the authorities of the City of 
London, for the publication of the Hon. R. D. Owen*s pam- 
phlet " Moral Physiology/' and another pamphlet entitled 
** Individual, Family, and National Poverty." His c»8e was 
admirably defended by Mr. William Hunter, and Mr.Truelove' 
was set free ;. but a second trial took place shortly after this 
at the Old Bailey, and the jury then gave a verdict of guilty, 
on which the judge sentenced the defendant to a fine of £200 
and a period of four months* imprisonment. Fortunately, Mr. 
Tmelove's health was excellent, and he supported his period 
of imprisonment without injury, emerging from his prison a 
hero to all those who understand the immense value of the 
cause for which he suffered. No further trials have taken 
place, of such works in London, although Mr&. Annie Besant'> 
new pamphlet, the " Law of Population," and others have had 
a quite enormous sale of recent years. In the North of Eng- 
land and in Scotland, there is still a remnant of the old 
persecuting spirit, for a travelling hawker named Mr. William- 
son has. been imprisoned at Gk>ole and in Lineolnshire for 
selling Mrs. Besant's pamphlet in 1887. In the same year 
Dr. Henry Arthur Allbutt of Leeds, published a medical work 
called*' The Wife's Handbook," which gave details of how 
the size of a family might be Controlled by married people : 
and the Boyal College of Physicians of Edinburgh m 1887 
summoned him in March to come np in three months time, 
to show cause why he should not be deprived of his diploma 
for this act of common humanity. A host of protests and 
petitions were at once despatched to the Fellows of the College, 
showing them the gross wiokedness of this action of theirs ; 
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and the coDseqnenoe of this was that up tcr JfAf, IS87, Dr. 
H. Arthur Allbutt had hje^d nothipg^ more of^ this atrooioiis 
persecation by the goviimiDg** '6o3y of a BoMe profession 
against one of its members for telling the poor ho^tftgjek rid 
of poverty. Hopes are enfertained that not <miy m^ thfl^t 
body qjt pby^Qiai^. withdraw Jts oppp$itioB*tp Dis/B? AMtl« 
butt's work ; bat that they may eVen see fit to fot thoK^n^irotiB 
party and, whilst oonfessing- tJieic erroTj' askf o|: forgivenesji 
from outraged haina&ity* / 
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' '^At&^kttinA MeMifig of the Ifiitthtldian Leagae in May, 
10B7^ held in London at the Sonth Place Institutey Finsbtirj, 
Db;- -CHAtelES fi. Dst^^Atlc, PreBident of the Malthusian 
League, read the Presidential Address, which contained the 
following passages : — 

To that objection to the Neo-Malthnsian propaganda which is 
nsnally successful with timid people, that incontinence ^?ould 
be increased if the means recommended by New-Malthusians 
were adopted, Mr. Place says : ** I am of opinion it would 
not ; so much depends on manners, that it seems to be by no 
means an unressonable expectation that, if these were so im- 
proved as greatly to increase the prudential habits, and to en* 
courage the love of distinction, the master-spring of public 
prosperity, and if, in consequence of the course recommended, 
all could marry early, there would be less debauchery of any 
kind. An improvement in manners would be an improvement 
in morals ; and it seems absurd to suppose an increase of vice 
with improved morals." 

Mr. James Mill, a friend of Mr. Place, writing also in 1820, 
(article '< Colony," Encyclop, Sri/,) speaks of the question of 
checking population rationally as '< the most important prao« 
tical problem to which the wisdom of the politician and the 
moralist can be applied." "If," he says, ''the superstitions 
of the nursery were discarded, and the principles of utility 
kept steadily in view, a solution might not be difiScult to be 
found, and the means of drying up one of the most copious 
sources of human evil^— a source which, if all other sources of 
evil were taken away, would alone suffice to retain the great 
mass of human beings in misery, might be seen to be neither 
doubtful nor difficult to be applied." 

Mr. Francis Place and Mr. James Mill exhibited in th^se 
utterances one of the qualities of true men of science — that is, 
they were enabled to foretell truly what has taken place before 
the end of the century in civilised countries like England and 
France. The truth of their prophecies is shown in the fact 
that the inhabitants of France, who, at the commencement of 
this century, had a birth-rate of 33 children annually per 1000 
of inhabitants, have now one of 26 per 1000 ; while the West 
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End of London shows^ a still lower birth-rAte than this^n 
Kensington of 20, in St. George, Hanover Square, of 19, and 
in Hampstead Parish of 22 per 1000. In France, the low 
birth-rate is due, as every intelligent person now know^, to 
to Neo-Malthusian practices and not to celibacy, for France 
contains, in every 1000 inhabitants, 140 married women be<» 
tween the ages of fifteen and fifty, against 133 in this country 
and under 1 28 in Prussia. This prudence among the French 
population, since the time of the French Bevolution, seems to 
have been due to a certain extent to the acquisition of landed 
property by the masses of the population, and also to the law 
of equal inheritance Iq France, which prohibits parents from 
leaving their real or personal estates to one person. The ex- 
treme desire to keep the land in the hands of a few descend- 
ants has made the more respectable of the French peasants 
the most careful of Europeans. Thus we find, from an essay 
by the late Dr. Bertillon, that in the thirty departments of 
France where there are the greatest number of proprietors of 
land, 285 per 1000 inhabitants, the birth-rate is only 24*7, 
against 28*1 in those departments where there are only 177 
proprietors per 1000 of the population. The professional 
classes in France are so thoughtful in regard to the number of 
children they bring into the world, that they do not have 
quite two children (1*75) to a family; whilst the average 
diildren to a family in France does not exceed 3, against 5 in 
Germany, 4| in England, 5} in Scotland, and 5^ in poor and 
distressed Ireland. How true it is, then, what James Mill 
and Mr. Francis Place predicted I 

Universally we may say of modem Europeans, that the 
poorer classes are less prudent in the size of their families ; 
and, indeed, it has been said by M. de Haussonville ("h& vie 
et les salaires k Paris ") that the number of children to a family 
in the poor quarters of Paris is three times as great as it is in 
the rich quarters. The same story holds nearly true in mod* 
em London since 1877 — i.e., since the date of the trial of Mr. 
Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. Annie Besant ; for the birth* rate 
in Kensington is at present 20 per 1000, against 40 per 1000 
in Betbnal Green, a result which is yearly becoming due rather 
to small families in the West End than to late marriages or 
oelibaqy, the old-fashioned causes of lower birth-rates. The 
celebrated oases of '< Begina v. Bradlaugh and Besant," ** Ee- 
gina V. Edward Truelove,'' and, at this moment, of the Soyal 
GoUege of Physicians of Edmburgh against the esteemed and 
learned physioian, Dr. H. A. AUbutt, of Leeds, who is threat- 
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ened by tiiaf body witbezpnltioh from the liet^of iiainembera,' 
because he has published, in a popular work of a practical 
oharacter, what has been said so many times, that large fami- 
lies lead to early death, prostitution, and every horror to which 
mortality is subject, have disolosed the fact that there is au 
idea strongly implanted in the minds of the majority of man- 
kind, that, if people in general knew, especially at an early 
age, what any medical student knows as soon as he commences 
to study anatomy and physiology^ vice and profligacy would 
immediately abound. This is, indeed, a strange idea. Civil- 
isation differs from savage life mainly in that civilised men 
know more of nature than savages ; but, just on that very ac- 
count, civilised people are more moral than savages. ** It is 
impossible for us to understand,'* says M. Joseph Gamier, 
" how the counsels of marital prudence can lead to the aboli- 
tion of marriage and the debauchery of the yonng. Has not 
prudence the effect of rendering the state of marriage more 
happy and more attractive ? Youth is encouraged to marriage 
niore easily by the example of prosperous and wisely managed 
households than by the example of households crushed under 
the tortures of misery." And M. Villerm^, one of the greatest 
i^riters on Health that this century has produced, mentions 
that the workmen of La Croix Bouge, Lyons, had, in his day, 
an average of only 3} children to a family ; and that '^ these 
workmen were the foremost in France for behavior and dig-' 
nity of character." '' The question is," says a distinguished 
Vice-President of the Malthusian League, Mr. Van Houten, 
Deputy at the Hague, " whether morality can demand that a 
married couple shall have offspring immediately after their 
marriage ; that constantly, as soon as the mother, after giving 
birth to one, is able, a second one should at once succeed the 
first. The question is, whether those les^ blessed with worldly 
goods must restrain their desires and remain celibates, because 
they are unable, while following the traditional morality, to 
provide for a family ? Or whether those whose inolination 
for one another, or whose trust in the future was too great when 
their expectations proved deceptive, must be condemned, in 
the name of morality, to procreate children who will be in- 
sufficiently fed, tended and educated, and can never become 
energetic citizens, or who, if sickly, are bom only to descend 
speedily to the grave, to be succeeded by others equally un- 
fortunate." Mr. Van Houten truly says : " An end must be 
put to our ignorance of physiology. Everyone ought to know; 
and it must be left to his own requirements and to his own 
judgment what use he will make of his knowledge." -^ 
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How daDgerods Bn'cb superstitions as those refei'lred to by Mr. 
Van Houten are to the happiness of mankind is best seen in 
the old oivilisations of Hindostan and China. Owing to cer- 
tain strange doctrines in those coantries as to the importance 
of chUdren as a religious duty, the unfortunate Hindoo people 
are' so , terribly. over-peopled that a man will work hardier 
wages equivalent to six shillings a month. The most learned 
of Italian medical writers on health. Senator Paulo Mantegazza* 
mentions that his work was placed on the Index by the Pope 
of Borne in 1863, because he had ventured to recommend to 
persons afflicted with hereditary disease, such as insanity or 
epilepsy, or to excessively poor people, to marry but to have 
as few children as possible. When two human beings (says 
that author) love each other, and yet from the bad health of 
one or both of them there is every likelihood that diseased 
children will result, is it a greater fault to engender epileptic, 
insane, or scrofulous children, or to prevent sach births ? Or 
when, from the excessive increase of the family itself, human 
beings are brought into the world almost inexorably con- 
demned to hunger, to degradation, to disease, is it a greater 
sin to limit the number of children or to increase the sufferings 
of the human family ? " What reply ought we to give ? 
Whilst the Boyal College of Physicians of Edinburgh is dis. 
playing to the denizens of the end of the 19th century, an 
amount of ignorance and .conventional bigotry . which will be 
incredible to the next generation, it is remarkable that what 
is usually considered the most benighted Church in Christen- 
dom, the Holy Catholic Apostolic Roman Church, has latterly 
shown evident signs of admitting thatNeo-Malthusian practices, 
which are so habitually made use of in France, must at least 
be acknowledged to be morally innocent. Thus, in 1870, the 
Vatican Council was implored by a French priest, Dr. Fried- 
rich, to reconsider its judgment on conjugal prudence : ** and 
not to cause the damnation of so many millions of souls by 
letting the directors (confessors) lay . upon their consciences, 
commands or prohibitions impossible to observe. It will be 
our duty (he exclaims) to search in the holy books alone 
for condemnation of the act in question ; if it be found to 
be forbidden neither by the decalogue nor by the other laws of 
God contained in Holy Writ, nor by the apostles, nor by the 
commands of the Church assembled in Council General, nor 
by the Pope speaking ex cathedrd, we shall say it (conjugal 
prudence) cannot be condemned by anyone ** Dr. Friedrich 
oontinues : ** A learned and holy devotee of a very austere 
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Urder Bays : ' I have studied thia ease with all the powers of 
my iatelligence aoct of my consoienoe, and I have oome to Uiie 
formal oonviotion, that we are on the wrong track. Te my 
mind, thia aot is enormoaBly below the eraallei>t mortal ain, 
SDd it is enormously leeeened by all the motives that provoke 
it, real motives of health, even of interest, of family, &o.* '' 
lastly, he informs us that Bome has enjoined on oonfe^sore to 
ijneBtioa very little and to dwell as little as poeaible upon this 
Bubjeot. Sorely, afier this, the Royal College of Fhysioians of 
Edinhnrgh might hesitate 1 What Home has done, other 
ehnrahes might surely do ; and I am pleased to say that many 
excellent members of the English Establishment are inclined 
to side with the Malthnsiau League in its earnest recommenda- 
tion to all olasses of the oommnnity to replace the heartrending 
posittve dieoks to population — war, pestilenoe, and &mine — 
and the torturing agonies of prolonged celibacy, whioli Dr. 
Sertilton's statistics show to be so inimioal even to longevity, 
by the tar more humane and rational plan of early marriage 
conjoined with very much smaller families than are at the pre- 
sent time the fashion among all olassea. Some check to popn- 
lation we mnst submit to ; and there ie not the slightest doabt 
in my own mind that the morality of the near future will bok 
upon the produotion of large families in European states as the 
most anti-social of all the actions of a citizen. Then, and not 
till then, will indigenoe disappear from the faoe of all oiviliaed 
tooiety. 
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